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rACTICE — TRIAL — An issue 
jdded by amendment of the 
sretrial order is properly be- 
re the jury where there is 
widence raising a jury ques- 
jon thereon. 
SGLIGENCE — The rule that 
yn abutting owner owes no 
juty to construct gutters or 
eaders on his property to pre- 
rent drainage across and 
“i ‘reezing on the public side- 
@ «alk, does not apply to a walk 
m the premises for the com- 
mon use of tenants. 
jn owner may be liable to a 
nant for failure to construct 
utters and drains if the fail- 
we was a breach of his duty 
9 maintain the premises in a 
reasonably safe condition. 
sted from an opinion by 
ldmann, S. J. A. D. rendered 
ry 15, 1957. Appellate Div. Sku- 
nsky v. Maly. For appellant— 
arles Blume (Benjamin Yan- 
ky, atty). For respondents 
Schiffman (Wilbur A 
atty. Donald B. Con- 































’ANTED 
rRADT ; 


Box 4 


BROAD | 


Plaintiff sued for injuries sus- 
ned in a fall on defendant’s 
mises. The jury returned a 
of no cause and piaintiff 
S 











accident happened on 
nas Eve 1955. Plaintiff was 
nt of a duplex house own- 
y defendant. Defendant oc- 
vied the other half. The en- 
znce doors were in the rear 
dled from a two step porch 
concrete walk running 
Gos, qgeoss the premises and joining 
walk at right angles 


~ 


nn 


other 
!-Bereto leading to the garage or 
ed where there was a garbage 
. supplied by defendants. The 
Bk Was concededly not a pub- 
sidewalk but a common walk 
r defendant and plaintiff. 
There was a canopy or sloping 
‘d roof overhang, measuring 
out 4’ x 5’, over each rear door 
d porch. 
tt had snowed prior to Dec. 24 
¢ defendants had cleaned the 
ure walk but not other areas 
drizzled for a while on the 
ming of Dec. 24, followed by 
17 thaw, so that water dripped 
=m the canopy onto the walk 
‘CHASE “Te was a Slight depression 
nN. J. 4 the walk directly in front of 
‘ndant’s porch and a small 
ount of water gathered there 
¢ walk was wet at least to 3 
M. and possibly to some time 











JREAY tween 5 and 6 P.M. The water 
| Mono*zan to freeze about 6 P.M 
oe N tiff fell about 9:30 P.M. 


ren she was going to empty 
* garbage. It was then icy. 

rlaintiff contends the court 
ted in charging the jury that 
£ Only issue was whether the 
‘had been there long enough 
give defendants constructive 
uce thereof and in charging 
4t there is no requirement 
4t a house have gutters or 
aders and that there was no 
‘arge of improper construction 
Held: The pretrial order was 
otessly amended to include the 
“improper construction 
#t there was no gutter across 
* roof.” That issue was actu- 


PAM 


hue af 
4€ OI 


SEY BB» tried and defendant’s coun- 

- agrees it was one of the is- 
- LO. 

Plaintiff's expert testified it 
ATION the custom in the trade or 
1928 [ge"Sard of construction to put 

sutter on any roof of 20 square 
cick [ap .°! More and this canopy was 
me sé to that figure. 
ton thus the issue of improper 
787m struction was squarely pre- 
SACK Meeved at the trial. 


The trial judge was under the 
‘Pression that there were New 


ligests of Recent Opinions 


Jersey cases in point holding 
that nothing in the law requires 
a person to have gutters or lead- 
ers on his house. The cases hold 
that an abutting owner is under 
no duty to construct a drainage 
system on his building for the 
purpose of preventing an accum- 
ulation of rain or water from 
running across a public sidewalk 
and freezing. But here plaintiff 
was a tenant of defendant to 
whom defendant owed a duty of 
exercising reasonable care in 
keeping the private walk in a 








(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 


Public Defender 
Proposal Rejected 





Tax Court Approved 

The New Jersey State Bar As- 
socation by the close vote of 75 
to 68 rejected the resolution pro- 
posed by its Junior Section call- 
ing for the creation of a public 
defender system in certain coun- 
ties of the state on a trial basis, 
but voted to continue study of 
the question by the Junior Sec- 
tion and by the Assn.’s Criminal 
Law Committee with a special 
session to be held on the sub- 
ject at the May, 1958 meeting 

The Junior 
tion had been introduced at the 
May 1957 meeting but had been 
laid over for further study and 
consideraton. It was moved at 
the session on Saturday morn- 
ing by Frederick J. Gassert, Jr., 
State Motor Vehicle director and 
outgoing chairman of the Junior 
Section. 

Initial argument in favor of 
the proposal was presented by 
Stephen J. Foley, chairman of 
the Junior Section’s committee 
on representation of indigent de- 
fendants, which had made the 
proposal. Foley said he was 
speaking for the proposal “as an 
implimentation of the constitu- 
tional guarantee of the right to 
‘ounsel”. The guarantee he said 
“was not intended as a teething 
ring for new attorneys, nor as a 


(Continued on page 3, col. 3) 








ABA Sponsors Two TV 
Legal Drama Series 

Chicago— The American Bar 
Association today announced it 
has entered into a contract with 
CBS Television Film Sales, Inc., 
looking toward the production of 
a series of legal dramas for tele- 
vising on the CBS national net- 
work. 

At the same time, the ABA 
disclosed completion of a second 
contract with Dynamic Films, 
Inc., of New York, for the pro- 
duction of a series of six films 
on selected subjects dealing with 
the legal profession and the 
courts. These films would utilize 
a dramatic format and would be 
designed for public showings be- 
fore live audiences and on in- 
dividual TV stations. 

Both series would be commer- 
cially sponsored. The Associa- 
tion’s role would be that of con- 
sultant on technical and ethical 
questions, and ABA has the right 
to approve types of commercial 
sponsors and review scripts. This 
is the first time the American 
Bar Association’s imprimatur 
has been granted to such pro- 
grams. 

ABA President Charles _ S. 
Rhyne hailed the agreements, 
approved by the Association’s 
Board of Governors, as “a public 





(Continued on page 6, col. 3) 


Section’s resolu- 


Pro-Integrationists 
Leading 


An interim report on the re- | 


sults of the poll of the bar being 
conducted by the State Bar As- 
sociation indicates that as of 
November 23rd the votes were 
1375 in favor of integration of 
the bar and 1116 opposed. 

Dr. Emma E. Dillon, secretary 
of the Association, reported at 
the Mid-Year Meeting that 7980 
ballots had been sent out. 


The poll was originally sched- | 


uled tc close on November 23 but 


has been extended to February 28 | 


to permit discussion of the ques- 
tion by the county bar associa- 
tions and to permit members of 
the bar more time to reach their 
decision. 

Allan L. Tumarkin called at- 
tention to the recent editorial in 
the Law Journal opposing inte- 
gration and suggested that in 
keeping with the criticism in the 
editorial, the association should 
spell out the details of the pro- 
posed Rule of Integration. 


Ass’n President Milton T. Las- | 


her responded that it would be 
considered. 
Charitable Immunity 
Disapproved But 
Followed 


The Appellate Division, in an 


opinion by Judge Goldman, last | 


week indicated that it would 
overrule or repudiate the doc- 
trine of charitable immunity 


from tort liability 
to do so, but that it 
by the rule of stare decisis and 
had to recognize and enforce 
the doctrine. 

In the case before the court, a 
member of the Y.W.C.A. had 
sued for injuries sustained on 
the Y premises as she was leav- 
ing the pool. The lower court 
granted a dismissal 
tion. The Appellate Division re- 
luctantly affirmed saying in the 
course of its opinion 


“The doctrine was once firmly 


rooted in American law; it is now 
in full retreat the tide of 
judicial opinion running | 
heavily the other way—to re- 


pudiate the immunity... 

“In our view the protection 
and preservation of life and well 
being by organized society is of 
greater importance to mankind 
than any particular charity, and 


is superior to property rights. 
“However, we are not free to 
repudiate the doctrine of char- 


itable immunity, for our hand is 
stayed by precedent.” 

The opinion then notes that 
the issue is squarely before the 
Supreme Court now in Collopy v. 
Newark Eye & Ear Infirmary 


A-668-56, motion for certification | 
| pleased with the present rela- 


granted Oct. 21, 1957 

With reference to the argu- 
ment that the change, if any, 
should be made by the Legisla- 
ture, the opinion says: “The rule 
was introduced by the courts 
without legislative sanction; it 
is for the courts to undo what 
they have wrought.” 





Stewart Withdraws As 
Judicial Candidate 





Raymond J. 
was nominated 


Assemblyman 
Stewart, who 


several months ago by Governor | 
Meyner to succeed Judge Philip | 


S. Vine as judge of the Mercer 
County District Court has asked 
the Governor to withdraw his 
nomination. The Senate Judici- 
ary Committee had _ blocked 
confirmation of this appoint- 
ment along with several other 
nominations made by the Gov- 
ernor. 


if it were free | 
was bound | 


of the ac- | 


| BAR TOLD UN IS PLACE FOR CONSIDERING 
| OUTER SPACE PROBLEMS 





The United Nations is the, 
proper agency for considering 
problems related to outer space 
and possession of _ celestial 
bodies, Sir Leslie Munro of New 
Zealand, president of the U.N. 
General Assembly told the New 
Jersey State Bar Association 
| through his representative, Clin- 
ton Baxter at the Mid-Winter 
Meeting. 

He warned that if a program 
'of international control is not 
formulated, the result would be 
“spatial anarchy” that would 
nullify today’s scientific advanc- 
es. 
| Mr. Baxter, a member of the 
|New Zealand Delegation to the 
U.N., delivered Sir Leslie’s ad- 
dresss at the first luncheon ses- 
sion of the association’s two- 
day meeting in the Hotel Berk- 
eley-Carteret at Asbury Park in 
place of Sir Leslie who was un- 
able to attend because of a spec- 
ial session of the General As- 
sembly. He was introduced by 








| Chief Justice Solicits 
Bar's Criticism and 
Cooperation 


Chief Justice Weintraub, 
speaking before the State Bar 
Association, urged attorneys to 
| voice their criticisms of any 
|Rules or practices and to make 
| suggestions to the court for im- 
| provements in any phase of the 
administration of justice, prom- 
ising that there would be no re- 
criminations. 

Great judicial reforms, he said, 
|have not originated within the 
|court, but within the bar. As an 
example, he cited the recent re- 
forms in our judicial system and 
pointed out that they emin- 
ated from Arthur T. Vanderbilt 
the lawyer, not Vanderbilt the 
judge. “If we are to continue 
improvements,” he said “we 
must look to the Bar for sug- 
gestions and criticism. No other 
group is sO competent to criti- 
cize the courts.” 

The Chief Justice lauded the 
accomplishments in improving 
procedural law and the change 
in philosophy which has resulted 
in a deemphasis of procedure 
and a concentration on the 
merits and justice in causes 
which have taken place in the 
last nine years but said “we may 
have fallen behind in some areas 
of substantive law”. The courts 
must keep abreast of the times, 
he said, and though substantive 
law changes evolve slowly, the 
bench and bar must be awake to 
the needs. “I am not at all wor- 
ried about change”, he said, “I 
am worried about stagnation.” 

Weintraub indicated that he was 


tionship between the Bench and 
the Bar and with the response 
received at the Supreme Court 
committee meetings on Rule re- 
visions. A continuance of this 
common respect and regard for 
each other and of the coopera- 
tion presently existing, would as- 
sure the achievement of the de- 
sired results of progress and ad- 
| vance, he said. 

With reference to Court Cal- 
endar control measures and the 
j/need of keeping calendars cur- 
rent, the Chief Justice announc- 
ed that he had asked Milton T. 
|Lasher, the president of the 
| Ass’n, to appoint a committee to 
|advise on this problem. The 
court will call on this commit- 
tee whenever necessary. In this 
| fashion, he said, “recommenda- 
{tions will come from the bar 
| rather than as edicts from 
| above”. 





Bernard Chazen, chairman of 
the associaticn’s committee on 
international and comparative 
law. 

In the address Sir Leslie em- 
phasized that the United Na- 
tions is “peculiarly equipped” to 
give small nations a justified 
voice in the settlement of outer 
space issues. He added: 

“Choice of the United Nations 
as the forum is also supported by 
the identity between its purposes 
and principles and those which 
must govern any international 
consideration of such problems. 

“If one or more nations can 
take us into outer space, the 
peaceful use of such a device 
must be assured, and _ this 
through some program of inter- 
national control. 

“Further, the benefits derived 
from such devices must be 
shared by all nations, in keeping 
with the growing tendency of 
international sharing of advanc- 
es in the scientific field, which 
has been accentuated in the field 
of atomic energy and in the ar- 
rangements adopted for the In- 
ternational Geophysical Year. 

“I believe the near future will 
see us proceeding, whether out 
of necessity or free choice, along 
the lines I have suggested. Fail- 
ure to do so would surely lead to 
spatial anarchy and render fu- 
tile all the advances in science 
we are witnessing today.” 

After tracing the development 
of legal concepts on ownership 
of the air, Sir Leslie said in the 
prepared address: 

“Questions will undoubtedly 
arise as to sovereignty over cel- 
estial bodies, which may be 
reached by man in the foresee- 
able future. Consideration would 
need to be given to whether or 
not such bodies should be re- 
garded as subject to claims of 
sovereignty and, if so, whether 
the rules of international law 
regarding discovery and occupa- 
tion, conquest and cession should 
be made applicable to such 
bodies. 

“Space ships, too, would pre- 
sumably need to be subjected to 
some legal order...” 

Commenting on air rights, Sir 
Leslie noted that, under current 
international law, it seems well 
established that every state has 
sovereignty over the air space 
above its territory. He pointed 
out, however, that the term “air 
space” has yet to be precisely 
defined. The majority theory, he 
added, is that outer space should 
be excluded from national sov- 
ereignty, with the proponents of 
this view suggesting space should 
be made subject to a legal order 
similar to that applying to the 
high seas. 


Patent Law Section To Be 
Created in State Bar 


The State Bar Association on 
Saturday approved a resolution 
offered by Norman Popper, call- 
ing for the creation of a section 
on Patent Law Practice. The re- 
solution was unanimously ap- 
proved after Judge Richard 
Hartshorne commented that New 
Jersey lawyers were “missing a 
bet” in patent law practice and 
that the bulk of this practice in 
the state was now going to out 
of state lawyers. 

A second resolution expressing 
the association’s approval of a 
proposed amendment to Rule 345 
of the Rules of Practice of the 
United States Patent Office 
which would prohibit advertis- 
ing by patent attorneys was also 
approved, 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS : 


(Continued from page 1) 


reasonably safe condition. Had 
the injury resulted from main- 
tenance of a defective drain- 


age system, the jury would 
have been justified in return- 
ing a verdict for plaintiff. It 


is not logical to deny recovery 
simply because no system was 
installed if failure to do so was a 
breach of defendant’s duty to 
maintain the walk in a reason- 
ably safe condition. 

Reversed. 

Waesche, J. A. D. dissenting, 
holds the statement that “you 
don’t have to have any gutters 
or leaders on your house if you 
don’t want them” was a correct 
statement of the law and fur- 
ther that the question was im- 
material in any event because 
there was no proof that failing 
to put up a gutter on the roof 
in question was a deviation from 
any standard of construction 
which is for the purpose of mak- 
ing the premises reasonably safe 
for use. He contends deviation 
from a standard of construction 
can only be negligence if such 
deviation creates a condition or 
danger which the standard is 
intended to obviate and that 
here not only was there no such 
proof but it is common know- 
ledge that absence of a gutter 
does not ordinarily render prem- 
ises unsafe for use and that con- 
struction of gutters is not ordin- 
arily for the purpose of making 
premises safe for use. 

—— 
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MOTOR VEHICLES — UNSATIS- 
FIED CLAIM AND JUDGMENT 
FUND — Chapter 655 of the 
Laws of New York is not sub- 
stantially similar in character 
to our Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund Law since it 
establishes no fund for innocent 
victims and therefore a resident 
of New York injured in New 
Jersey is not a qualified person 
under our act. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Concilio, J.C.C., rendered Nov. 19, 
1957. Superior Court, Law Div. 
Betz v. Director. For plaintiff— 
Paul Colvin. For defendant—John 
T. Madden. (Dolan & Dolan, 
attys). 

Plaintiff, administrator ad pros 
of Robert Betz, deceased, institut- 
ed this action against the Director 
of Motor Vehicles under R.S. 39:- 
6-79, a section of the Unsatisfied 
Claim and Judgment Fund Law. 
Decedent was a resident of New 
York at the time of the fatal 
accident which occurred in New 
Jersey. Defendant moved to dis- 
miss the action. 

Held: R.S. 39:6-62 defines a 
“qualified person” under the Act 
as a resident of this State or the 
owner of a vehicle registered in 
this State or a resident of an- 
other State “in which recourse 
is afforded, to residents of this 
State, of substantially similar 
character to that provided for by 
thisiAct......” 

Our act establishes a fund from 
which recovery can be had by 
persons injured by uninsured and 
financially irresponsible motor 
vehicle operators and also by per- 
sons injured by “hit and run” 
drivers, operators of stolen cars, 
or other operators without con- 
sent of the owner. 

The New York law, Chap. 655 
of the Laws of 1956, requires finan- 
cial security of every motor vehi- 
cle owner by insurance or other 
designated methods and imposes 
penalties for violations, but no 
fund is created to provide a source 
of recovery for the innocent vic- 
tims who suffer injury by reason 
of operation or use of a motor 
vehicle without complying with 
the act by one who is financially 
irresponsible. Nor does it offer 
recourse for one injured by a “hit 
and run” driver or by an operator 
of a vehicle used without the own- 
er’s permission. There is no fund 
of any kind established under the 
New York law. 

The New York law therefore 
does not afford to New Jersey 
AyjetyUeYsqns JO ssINOdIaI SJUSPISeI 
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similar character to that provided 


by our Act. Accordingly, plain- 

tiff’s decedent is not a qualified 

person under our Act. 

Dismissed. 

INSURANCE — In the absence of 
express provision to the con- 
trary, actual prepayment of pre- 
mium is neither essential for a 
contract of insurance to be valid 
nor a condition precedent to in- 
ception of the policy and as- 
sumption of the risk by the in- 
surer. 

—Insurance, like other commodi- 
ties, may be sold on credit and 
the extension of credit by the 
insurer’s agent is sufficient to 
bind the insurer. 

—Delivery of policy and assurance 
of extension of time for prem- 
ium payment by agent with ap- 
parent authority constitutes 
waiver of premium payment. 

—A voluntary surrender of a pol- 
icy by the insured is only effec- 
tive as a cancellation of it was 
done with intent that the policy 
be cancelled. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J.A.D., rendered Nov. 19, 
1957. Appellate Div. Kromenski v. 
Meyer and Atlantic Casualty. For 
appellant—Harry Cohn. For res- 
pondents—Jerome S. Lieb (Har- 
kavy & Lieb, attys). 

Defendant Meyer appeals from 
a judgment of dismissal entered 
on appellant’s motion at the close 
of defendant’s case. 

Plaintiff sued defendant Meyer 
for damages as a result of an 
automobile accident. Meyer filed 
a third party complaint against 
Atlantic Casualty claiming it had 
insured him. Plaintiff had judg- 
ment for $17,000 against Meyer 
and the third party complaint 
was dismissed as stated. Meyer 
appeals from this dismissal. 

Meyer had known defendant 
Epperson for about 2 years. Epper- 
son was branch manager of Auto- 
mobile Ass’n of N.J., which is the 
sole agent and manager of Atlan- 
tic Casualty. Both companies had 
offices at the same address. Ep- 
person was also a licensed insur- 
ance agent and was authorized to 
countersign liability policies issu- 
ed by Atlantic Casualty. 

Meyer was solicited by Epper- 
son for automobile liability insur- 
ance. Early in May, Meyer filled 
out an application for insurance 
und left it at Epperson’s office in 
his absence. The application call- 
ed for insurance premiums to be 
paid by “monthly payment — 
minimum $10 or 10% whichever 
is greater per month.” This was 
one of the options offered. When 
Epperson saw Meyer, he expressed 
his thanks for the business and 
stated that when the application 
was approved by the home office, 
the policy would be issued. On 
June 3, 1955, Epperson uncondi- 
tionally delivered the policy to 
Meyer at Ryan's Tavern. Meyer 
said he didn't have the first pay- 


ment but would nave it in a 
couple of days and Epperson 
said it would be all right. On 
June 7 they met again, Ep- 
person asked for the payment 
and Meyer told him he wanted 
to make a payment~ on the 
car first. Meyer testified that 


when Epperson said “he felt he 
should have the policy back to 
make him feel better”, Meyer got 
the policy from the car and gave 
it to Epperson who said ‘he would 
hang onto the policy for a few 
iays until I (Meyer) had the 
2 , the first premium”. On 


1 about payment. Meyer 


Allows Attorney's Fee Fixed In Lease 


Essex County District Court 
Judge Joseph Lyons has ruled that 
the Markakos case and R.R. 4:55-7 
do not bar allowance against a 
tenant of attorney’s fees stipulat- 
ed in a lease as being payable in 
the event of default by the ten- 
ant. The decision was rendered 
in the case of Ivy Hill v. Treinart, 
Essex Dist. Ct. No. 273076. 

The facts in the case were: 

Plaintiff and defendants enter- 
ed into a two year lease for an 
apartment. A dispossess suit was 
instituted against defendants in 
June, 1957 for non payment of 
rent for the months of May and 
June, 1957 in the total amount of 
$220.00. Plaintiff recovered a 
judgment for possession and de- 
fendants voluntarily vacated the 





the first payment had to be made 
right away and that when he 
surrendered the policy to Epper- 
son on June 7 Epperson had said 
he would still be fully covered. 

Held: A contract of insurance, 
like any other agreement depends 
on the intention of the parties. 
In the absence of an express pro- 
vision to the contrary, the actual 
prepayment of the premium is 
neither essential for a contract of 
insurance to be valid nor a con- 
dition precedent to the inception 
of the policy and the assumption 

f the risk by the insurer. Insur- 
ance, as well as commodities, may 
be sold on credit, and the exten- 
sion of credit by the insurer or 
its agent is sufficient to find the 
insurer—a promise to pay is a 
valid consideration. 

Epperson’s action in delivering 
the policy to Meyer, regardless of 
whether he was authorized to do 
so without payment of premium, 
in effect constituted a waiver of 
premium payment at the mo- 
ment. The assurance to the in- 
sured that an extension was 
granted for the payment of 
premium constituted a waiver 
and was within the appar- 
ent scope of his authority since 
he had authority to write and 
countersign policies and to re- 
ceive premiums in behalf of the 
insurer. Further it does not clear- 
ly appear that payment of the 
first installment was actually a 
condition precedent to the issu- 
ance of a policy. Rather the 
proofs refute the requirement of 
a down payment when the month- 
ly payment option taken as 
here. 

Since none of the methods of 
cancellation provided in the policy 
were effectuated by the insurer, 
the only question is whether there 
was a voluntary surrender of the 
policy with the intent that it be 
cancelled. The question of sur- 
render by the insured is factual 
and depends on the intent of the 
insured in surrendering physical 
possession of the policy. The in- 
tent is to be gathered from all 
the surrounding circumstances. 
The mere physical redelivery of 
the policy by the insured is not, 
standing alone, sufficient to estab- 
lish a cancellation thereof. On the 
proofs a disputed fact question 
existed as to whether the surren- 
der was with intent that the pol- 
icy be cancelled. It was therefore 





1S 


erroneous to grant defendant’s 
motion. 
Reversed and trial de novo 
awarded. 


said apartment. The aforesaig wl 
lease contained a clause readings 
“If Landlord engages an at+-3 
ney to collect any rent or to dig 
possess Tenant, Tenant acrae- @ 
pay in addition, one-third 
due as attorney’s fees an 
costs of such attorney fo; 
dispossession proceedings, 
same to be additional rent 
collectible as due with and as p- 
of the last unpaid monthly 
stallment.” 

Plaintiff then instituted 4 
for $220.00 for rent for M 
June, 1957, and for attorne 
in the amount of one-third of + 
rent due, plus costs of disposse 
proceedings. The case was 
mitted on cross motions a; 
briefs. On Nov. 15th, Judge L ong 
held that plaintiff was ent to 

220.00 as rent plus one-t af 
the rent then due as attomerg 
fees and the actual costs incurred 
by the plaintiff in the dis 
proceeding. The total judgn 
recovered was in the amount 
$297.83. 

The basis of plaintiff’s argumey 
was that the Markakos case ay 
similar cases and RR 4:55-7, q 
not govern a provision for ag 
attorney’s fee in an express con 
tract not limited or governed y 
statute, or controlled by 
aforesaid rule, which sum act 
ally represents the amour 
plaintiff would pay its attorne 

Plaintiff was represented 
Robert Diamond and defendar 
by Arnold C. Friedman. 
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Announcements 

John H. McDermitt has wity 

drawn from the firm of Steve: 

son, Willette and McDermitt ez 

has taken a position in the Ne 

York office of City Title Insu 
ance Co. 





Wood M. DeYoe has becon 
associated with Charles C. St: 
ter and Samuel Doan in the ger 
eral practice of law at 64 Ham 
ton Street, Paterson. 





Herman B. Packer and Har 
S. Packer have moved their 
offices to 187 Washington Plz 
Passaic. 
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ied he would have it next 
and Epperson said “all Loss of Income * Professional Disability Pian 
On June 11 at about 6 


Loss of Life 
Liability 


{professional errors) 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE * Life Plan (includes employees) 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
erving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 
Full Attorney Cooperation 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 
HUmboldt 2-3900 





INSURANCE 
B EXCLUSIVELY 


Pi dis} 


c 
night Meyer again met “ 
+ then tame ames ieee Lawyers Protective Insurance 

tt was told that the 
policy had been cancelled the day 
I Meyer nevertheless filled 
out a report of the accident and 
sent it to the insurance company. 
He testified in his estimation he 
believed he was still fully cover- 
ed. Meyer further testified he did 
not know and had not been told 


*NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N. J. State Bar As’ 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
MARKET 2-4900 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


sORKMENS COMPENSATION— 
Bare acknowledgment of a com- 
pensable accident and of dis- 
ability in an answer does not 
amount to an offer within N.J.S. 
34:15-64. 

_in offer or tender should not 
have to be inferred under N.J.S. 
34:15-64. 

_Date of filing petition is not of 
Ae itself beginning date of test 

“ide ¢ period of reasonable time under 

N.J.S. 34:15-64 nor is the test 
whether payment is made a 

reasonable time before the hear- 





ing. 
-Whether an offer or payment 
was made within reasonable 


| time under N.J.S. 34:15-64 de- 
pends on the circumstances in- 
cluding date of petition, date of 
hearing, respondent’s knowledge 
of the disability and the likeli- 
nood that petitioner would re- 
tain an attorney. 

Held, admission in answer filed 
March 26, mailing of partial 
check on March 21, and express 
offer on July 13 does not consti- 
tute timely offer and tender un- 
der N.J.S. 34:15-64 where injury 
occurred preceding October, re- 











JO- 

f spondent had knowledge of ex- 
255 cone tent of disability in December 
rned and January, and petition was 
y them filed in February. 
Nl actual Digested from an opinion by 
amoumixnidmann, S.J.A.D., rendered Nov 
ttornef: 1957. Appellate Div. Moore v. 


ited agor. For appellant—Herman M. 
For respondent—Isidor 


fonda 
2a CilUal 





Petitioner appeals from a Coun- 
Court judgment affirming the 
ard of counsel fees made b 
‘vision of Workmen’s Compen- 


wv tha 
y the 


955 and was dpa potent ar ry 
sab ility until he returned 
tk on Jan. 4, 1956. On Dec. 
45 respondent’s eye speciali 





+n 
LU 


16, 













becoz that petitioner had total 
C. Stuliss of vision of the right eye with 
the gMor prognosis. On Feb. 14 respon- 
t Ham examining opthalmologist 
) reported to respondent that 
4d Hangge-tioner had 100% loss of vision 
heir ae Me right eye. 
mn Pl: y in February petitioner 


lted counsel who on Feb. 
filed a claim petition 
nged for examination by 5 
1 physician which was made 





a reasonable time, 





on Feb. 18. On March 14 the peti- 
tion was served on respondent. On 
March 26 respondent filed an ans- 
wer sworn to on March 14 admit- 


ting a work connected injury, 
knowledge thereof, and that there 
had been “100 loss of right 

’; further that medical aid 
had been furnished and tem- 
porary disability paid for 12 
eeks. On March 21 defend- 
ant mailed petitioner a check 
for $360 without covering letter 
xcept for notation on check 
eading “Wages to 3-28-56”. Pre- 


trial was held on July 13, 1956 and 
it that time respondent for the 









rst e expressly offered to pay 
100% { nanent disability for loss 
f the eye. 
At final hearing, the deputy di- 
tor made an award of 100% 
loss of the eye (150 weeks at $30 
a week) and also 5% of total for 
psycho-neurosis (272 weeks at 
the same rate). He allowed coun- 


sel an attorney’s fee of $160 based 
only on the $825 award for psycho- 
neurosis and found that respon- 
dent had made a timely offer, 
tender and payment in good faith 
required by N.J.S. 34:15-64 with 
ference to the eye injury there- 
by disentitling counsel to any al- 
lowance of fees on that part of 
the award. The deputy further 
ruled that “the test period” as to 
reasonable time of the offer “can 
begin only when the attorney en- 
ters the picture, approximately 
the time that the petition was 
filed, and the end of that period 
where the good faith applies is 
a reasonable period. 

Held: The present form of the 
statute, N.J.S. 34:15-64 was the 
re hig of an amendment effected 

1952 . Prior to that time an offer 
r nn yment made at any time be- 
fore hi even the day before, 


as 


deprived petitioner’s attorney of 


ny fee 


on the amount offered. 
he amendment changed this so 
as as eliminate the fee only if 
there was an offer and tender “at 
prior to any 
The purpose was to pro- 
ct an attorney for services ren- 
lered in preparation of his client’s 

> before the making of an offer. 


ner’? 





The bare acknowledgment of 

100 of disability in the an- 
wer did not amount to an 
ffer An offer 


should never 
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Public Defender 


(Continued from page a 








means of public relations for the 
bar, nor as a means of producing 
revenue to the bar’—the ap- 
proach of those recommending 


isel or contin- 
sent system of 


paid assigned cou 
uance of the pre 
assigned counsel 


Adoption of a | ic defender 
system, Foley said, would he “a 
giant step toward the goal of 
equal justice I ’ though it 
is not advanced cure-all for 
all the problems of criminal jur- 
isprudence. 

Foley was fol by Jerome 
L. Kessler i ome for the 
Criminal Law Commi ttee of the 
Ass'n. Kessler id the Junior 
Section should commended 
for an excellent report and for 
all the work it d done on this 
matter but that the subject 
needs great and detailed study 
and that his committee was still 
engaged in such study. He point- 
ed out that on the basis of in- 


formation thus far received, a 
Public Defender office in Essex 
County would cost about $250,000 
a year and that the resolution 
offered does include any 
proposed plan operation of 
the system but leaves this to 
the Legislature. The magnitude 
of the proposal and the lack of 


were among the 
committee 


proposal should 


a detailed plan 
reasons causing 
to fee! that the 


be defeated at this time. 
Gassert replied that the reso- 
luton does not for adoption 
of the system but merely that 
the Legislature nsider it and 
prepare experimental legislation. 





“You can’t tell whether any sys- 
tem is going to work”, he said, 
“until it is tried, and I can’t see 
why the Association should fear 
exploration of the problem by 
the Legislature where the pub- 
lic also has a voice.” 

tion from 


In answer to a ques 


the floor as tc ho ch it costs 














to prosecute defe nts in Essex 
County, Judge Alexander Waugh 
replied that j $408,000. 
Judge Waugh then k the floor 
to oppose the resolution. He said 
the problem should be debated 
in advance, not left for experi- 
have to ‘be inferred under N.JS. 
34:15-64. And the check of 
$360 did not clearly spell out 
a tender on account of an ac- 
know!edged obligat of 150 
weeks compensation. It was not 
until the pretrial in July that 
respondent made a plain, unmis- 
takeable offer and te ar. There 
was no reason for this delay. With 
the reports it had, respondent 
should have tendered payment of 
100% loss of the eye before peti- 
tioner retained an attorney and 
filed his petition. Respondent fail- 
ed to act “at a reasonable time.” 

The date of filing a petition may 
not, of itself, be cted as the 


beginning date of the test period 
of reasonable time. Further, the 
insertion of a comma between the 
phrases “at a reasonable time” 
and “prior to any hearing” in the 
1952 amendment leads to the con- 








clusion that the Legislature did 
not intend that the only guage 
be whether the payment is made 
a reasonable time space before 
hearing. While the hearing date 


may be the absolute terminal, 
“reasonable time” under the Stat- 
ute is a time reasonable in light 
of all the circumstances—not only 
the date of filing the petition and 
the date of hearing, but also re- 
spondent’s knowledge of the na- 
ture and extent of the dis oe 








and also — and especia — the 
likelihood of retai iner of "an at- 
torney by petitioner, the nature 
and extent of the services render- 
ed, and whether such services 
may have been occasioned by re- 


spondent’s failure to make a time- 
ly offer and payment. 

Applying these factors, respon- 
dent did not act within a reason- 
able time. 

Counsel should be 
fee based on the total award. 

Reversed and remanded. 


awarded a, 


mentation. The three major ar- 
guments 
defender, he said, are (1) as- 
signet-eeunsel are inexperienced 
and incompetent (2) it is unfair 
to assign counsel without com- 
pensation and (3) the public 
5ught to pay*for it. The answer, 
he said, is that assigned counsel 
are doing a good job, inexper- 
ience does not make them in- 
competent, it creates a large 
young group of defense practi- 
tioners and gives experience 
without detriment to defendants, 
and it is a public service of law- 
yers to represent indigent de- 
fendants which burden should 
be continued and capitalized on 
for public relations but not laid 
down and shifted to the pub- 
lic. In the course of his re- 
marks, Judge Waugh said he 
had never heard an attorney as- 
signed as a condemnation com- 
missioner or guardian say he 
was inexperienced or couldn’t 
learn what he had to know and 
the same thing should apply to 
assigned counsel in criminal 
cases. 

Others who spoke for the pro- 
posal included Daniel Degnan 
and Jack Feinberg while Abra- 
ham P. Bab spoke against it. 

Following defeat of the resolu- 
tion, Kessler moved continued 
study of the problem and the 
special 
Annual Meeting. This was over- 
whelmingly carried. 

Tax Court 

At an earlier session, on Fri- 
day, the association adopted a 
resolution calling for the crea- 
tion of a State Tax Court to re- 


place the present Division of |- 


Tax Appeals in the Department 
of Taxation. The proposal was 
contained in the report of the 
Committee on Taxation hereto- 
fore published, and is aimed at 
improving and expediting the 
handling of tax appeals. The 
Division, it was said, operates on 
an antiquated system and now 
has a backlog of some 3,000 cases 
going back several years. 
To Go On Air 

Jack Feinberg, reporting for 
the Public Relations Committee, 
announced that the association 
had appropriated $480 for two 
records containing a number of 
1 minute spot announcements 
dealing with the legal profession 
and the association. The records 
are to be given to the 21 radio 
stations for use as part of their 
public service. 


advanced for public | 


session thereon at the| 


Contest For Office Of 
Essex Bar Trustee 


A contest for the office of Trus- 
tee of the Essex County Bar Ass’n 
for a three-year term has develop- 
ed. It will be decided at the an- 
nual meeting and election of of- 
ficers on December 2nd. 

In addition to the nominee of 
the Nominating Committee, two 
candidates for the post have been 
entered by petition in accordance 
with the association’s constitution. 

The candidates by petition are 
Nathan Cholodenko and Abra- 
ham I. Harkavy. The Nominat- 
ing Committee’s nominee is Nath- 
an A. Whitfield. 





Order Appointing Bar 
Examiners 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW 
JERSEY 

ORDERED that the terms of 
the members of the Board of 
Bar Examiners are revised as 
follows: 

1. Victor S. Kilkenny, to serve 
for a term expiring December 
31, 1958; 

2. Godfrey W. Schroth, to 
serve for a term expiring Dec- 
ember 31, 1959; and 

3. Edward S. Miller, to serve 
for a term expiring December 


31, 1960; and 

FURTHER ORDERED that 
effective January 1, 1958, Vic- 
tor S. Kilkenny is designated 


as the chairman of the Board 
of Bar Examiners. 
By the Court, 
s/ Joseph Weintraub 
€. I. 





Lawyers 
Protective 
Insurance 


You are insured under this policy 
against claims arising from any 
negligent act, error, or omission 
occurring in the performance of 
professional service rendered to 
your clients. 
Write today for descriptive 

pamphlets and schedule of rates 


FRED W. ANDRES 
COMPANY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J. 
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W henever a change in tax laws, in family 
affairs, in business or economic conditions 
makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
And no Will, 
viewed, is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 
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Girard case in this country. 
permitted after a good deal of 


In this case a Japanese Court was 


excitement, to try an American 


serviceman for the death of a Japanese cartridge scavenger. 


There is a certain reluctance to accept the 


idea that a foreign 


legal system is capable of producing justice. However, it seems that 


American public opinion, has been well satisfied that Girard received a 


fair trial in the Maebashi District Court when he recently received 


a three-year suspended sentence. 


The fact that the Japanese judicial system is so completely 
different from ours affords an unusual opportunity to re-evaluate 
the New Jersey judicial system. Knowledge of our system tends to 
restrict legal thinking to the familiar. There are several striking 
facts about the judgment (Hamketsu) of the Japanese Court, ex- 
cerpts of which are published in The New York Times of November 
19, 1957. Of particular interest are the following paragraphs: 


“It is not appropriate to place the entire responsibility 
for the incident in said case only upon a simple soldier, the 
accused, immature as is his thinking. 


‘cm ok * 


“Further, it is to be recognized that the military au- 
thorities of the United States have shown anxiety in the 
future of the bereaved family of Naka Sakai and have 
formulated measures of consoling the bereaved and have 
completed preparation to give to the family a consider- 
able sum of money, as soon as acquiescence is received. 


“Further, 


the court feels that the accused himself has 


adequately repented of his former crimes and feels there 
is no fear of a repetition of this crime.” 


Here we see Chief Judge Yuzo Kawacki, 


the Japanese jurist, 


who sat in judgment on Girard with two lay judges, giving ex- 
pression to considerations which are not normally advanced by an 


American judge. 


seem to be explained by the absence of a jury 


system in the Jap- 


anese Courts. Thus, the statements reflect the exclusive responsibil- 


ity of Japanese 
They 


judges in the process of arriving at a decision. 
are evidently permitted to take everything into account, 


relating not only to the crime but to the individual defendant. It 
would appear that Japanese jurists place a higher degree of im- 
portance upon the defendants’ current and future behavior than 
would be so placed in an American Court. 


To meet their responsibility Japanese judges undergo a lengthy 


training period. To be a full judge, as contrasted with a lay judge, | 


a good deal of prior legal experience is required. For example, ten 
of the justices on the Japanese Supreme Court are required to 
have had at least twenty years experience with good results in the 


lower courts, 
country. 


public. After a judge is appointed to the Supreme Court of Japan 
his appointment is reviewed by the electorate at the next general 


election. While they are 


evidently afforded a good deal of security, 


judges can be removed or impeached for what are considered 


vicious acts. 


This greater control by the public undoubtedly ac- 


counts for the willingness of the Japanese themselves to permit 
the judges to perform the functions that would be performed in 


the United States by a jury. 


Judging from the newspaper reports of the Girard case the 
Japanese criminal proceeding is a leisurely one. However, the case 


was exceptional in its political 


implications both within Japan 


and as it affected Japanese relations to the United States. 





Bar Invited To Title 


Lasher To Be Moderator With 
Panel of Title Experts 


Anthony Fischer, President of 
the New Jersey Title Insurance 


Association, al announced and 
sent invitations to the members 
of the New Jersey Bar to attend 
a Title Forum at the Robert 
Treat Hotel on Thursday, Dec- 
ember 5, 1957 from 3 to 5 P. M. 


The Moderator will be Milton 
T. Lasher, President of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association and 
the panel of title specialists will 
consist of Denis W. Maloney, of 


Forum In Newark 
the Title Guarantee and Trust 
Company, Max Schwartz, Law- 
yers-Clinton Title Insurance 
Company of New Jersey. Henry 
P. Witt, New Jersey Realty Title 
Insurance Company and An- 
thony Fischer, Nutley Mortgage 
& Title Guaranty Company. 
The Chairman of the Forum 
Committee is Philip F. Fannan, 
Vice President and Title Officer 
of the Franklin Title Insurance 
Company and a Past President 
of the New Jersey Title Insur- 
ance Association. 
All members of 
invited to attend. 


the Bar are 


| bers. 


VOICE OF THE BAR 


_ COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 








Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
Dear Sir: 

Your Editorial in the Novem- 
ber 14, 1957, issue dealing with 
and opposing “Bar Integration 
1957” enjoyed a permanent and 
expansive place on that page 
and I trust you will give this 
letter on the same subject “equal 
billing”. 

I would like to question a few 
of your statements and try to 
dispel some of the inferences 
which may arise therefrom. 

You state that the State Bar 
Committee on integration is ap- 
parently divided. This is not so. 
The committee’s report contain- 
ed no dissent by any of its mem- 
Some of them favored a 
bar referendum which is exactly 
what the report calls for. The 
report itself was presented to 


| the members of the committee 


NEW JERSEY AND CHIEF JUDGE YUZO KOWACKI 


The Japanese legal system has come in for a good deal oi 
attention as a result of the tremendous interest aroused by the 


prior to the last Atlantic City 
meeting of the _ Association, 
where it was adopted by the 


unanimous vote of a very large 
membership present and with- 
out a dissent. Several members 
of the Association took the floor 
to urge adoption and to praise 
integration; among them some 
who opposed it nearly 20 years 
ago. 

You state that the fact that 
25 states (actually 26) have 
adopted Bar Integration and 
that none of them have gone 
back to the old system is not a 
convincing argument. Nor is 
yours, wholly unsupported as it 
is. It is of course open to anyone 
to say he is not convinced, but 
experience is always a_ good 
eacher and hind-sight presents 


: a great advantage over foresight. 


So viewed integration has been 
tried out and weighed in the 
balance and not found wanting 
in these 26 United States of ours. 

Referring again to the provi- 


| sion of post card voting on Inte- 


| gration, 


The incorporation of these considerations would | 


you feel that this has 
little value, and that only a 
small percentage of the lawyers 
can indulge the luxury of going 
to Atlantic City to attend a State 
Bar meeting. Now if any lawyer 
was unable to make such a trip 
for that reason and if you dis- 
approve of his expression and 
opinion by mail, I would be in- 
terested in knowing how you 
would go about obtaining his 
reaction to the proposal. If there 
is a better way, no one has yet 
suggested it, especially when the 
State Bar Association went to 


| the expense of printing the en- 


| tire committee 


while five must be leading personalities within the | 
Judges are also made more responsible to the general | 


| control. 


report of many 
pages, and sending a copy to 
every lawyer in the State. 

To return to your Editorial, 
you volunteer the statement 
that in the experience of Bar 
Associations and others, absen- 
tee voting is a poor substitute for 
personal attendance and that 
eventually a small group obtains 
Politically, this may be 
so, but I do not believe the au- 


| thor of your Editorial could have 


had in mind that the New Jersey 
Bar Association is controlled by 
a small group. Aside from its 
large membership, it is now 
made of 27 standing committees, 
a general council, a Board of 
Trustees, officers and some other 
personnel. A count of the 1957- 
58 membership constituting the 
foregoing indicated that over 
1200 members of the bar are tak- 
ing part therein in some fashion 
or other. If this is a “small 
group” what is a large one call- 
ed? Now let us get down to the 
meritorious question, because 
you have asked it when you say 
that the benefits suggested by 
the supporters of Bar Integra- 
tion can be achieved within the 
framework of the voluntary bar 
association if the lawyers will 
avail themselves of the oppor- 
tunity to present and carry 
through a vigorous and forward 


| looking program. 


You are so right as far as you 


‘go, but you do not go far enough. 


Integration contemplates the 
continuance of all voluntary Bar 
Associations and the good they 
can do, each within the limits of 
its power, means and ability. 
But they do have a limit. Bar 
Integration recognizes the status 
of the lawyer as an essential 
part of the judicial machine and 
sets up an official organization 
of the bar. It is more than the 
mutual banding together of a 
group of lawyers with a common 
interest. It is official. It is gov- 
ernment of the bar by the bar. 
It is an organized arm of the 
judicial branch of the govern- 
ment, so that the bar may enjoy 
a relationship with the judicial 
branch. and an influence for 
the bar resulting in the promo- 
tion of good relations and better 
understanding between bench 
and bar, something long sought 
for in New Jersey and which 
seems to be well thought of at 
this time by the bench as well 
as the bar. At least it is in the 
air. 

To be sure, the integrated bar 
is all-inclusive. That’s what its 
official status is for-because it 
includes all the lawyers in the 
State. If it takes in any less, it 
is not “the bar” but only some 
of the bar. When an organized 
bar speaks-as the State Bar of 
New Jersey-it speaks for all the 
lawyers and when it does that, 


it is not liable to be ignored if 
it has a legislative or other 
worthwhile program in mind to 


better its own members. 

In the remarks (quoted in our 
report) of the Editor of the 
Journal of the American Judica- 
ture Society, he says that there 
are some persons who would 
vote against the Ten Command- 
ments, if they had the chance. 
I can add a little more to that 
statement by going back and 
quoting the late Chief Justice 
Hughes, a supporter of Integra- 
tion. 

In April, 1926, there was a 
large meeting of leaders of the 
bar at Washington. D. C., to 
consider plans for the statutory 
organization of the bar. Mr. 
Hughes, an advocate and sup- 
porter of statutory bar organiza- 
tion, and who was in charge of 
the meeting, said: 

“This project has been moti- 


vated by a keen sense of the 
solidarity of the profession of 
the law, an appreciation of its 
standards and ideals, and an 
earnest desire to promote the 
administration of justice. 
“Whatever views may be en- 


tertained with respect to partic- 
who 


ular measures, all are 
worthy of their position and 
privileges as members of the 
legal profession hold at heart 


these objects. 

“Of late, there have been im- 
portant, influential voices raised 
in opposition to the plan. I think 
the objections which have been 
urged spring from two fears; 
First, the fear that the plan will 
not work, and second, the fear 
that the plan will work. I think 
that sometimes both fears are 
entertained by the same person. 

“Lawyers are never committed 
to consistency in argument. 
They are quite content if they 
can present favor. They are 
quite well aware that judicial 
reasoning may not follow in the p 
line of their own reasoning, and 
hence they hesitate to commit 
themselves to any particular 
line of thought as against an- 
other which may prosper their 
ultimate purpose. 

“We are here to talk the thing 
over as reasonable lawyers. Now, 
I know perfectly well that the 
first thought in the mind of 
any well prepared lawyer is: ‘I 
object!’ But the way to get on 
with these matters, and of 
course, you appreciate that as 
well as I, is to see whether the 
objection is well founded.” 

I think the foregoing answers 


some of the inquiries aie law 
yers have made regarding th 
purposes and advantages of ing 
tegration. But for fear I ha, 
missed something. let me : | 
[ 
cy 
g 








this from our Report-- 

“A bar association with 4) 
lawyers enrolled is integrateg 
bar association open to aj) 
unintegrated, but a bar in whic 
some are actually excludeg 
disintegrated. 

“Any lawyer worthy to “epre ) 
sent the public is wo of t 
being associated with his prof esd 
sional brethren. ee place of tha 


repr 

















practitioner is ide and hot 
outside the a ‘of his organs 4 | 
ization. Hej 

“In my opinion and as I haya Jaw 
been saying for 20 years, Intel za 
gration is coming, sooner og gin 
later and the sooner the betteg §ora 
for all the lawyers’. Integration @jid 
is the opposite of disintegration, $nc 
t is federation, unification angi 1 
solidification of the efforts of@:zra 
the lawyers for their common§:. o 
good. it s 

“Experience has proved i:g@ dw 
worth. The lawyers of New Jer-§! 
sey now have the opportunity of 


asking for it and I hope and 
trust that as a result of thes 
plea, the Supreme Court of New 
Jersey will soon have the privi- 
lege and the honor of establish 
ing it by rule in this State of 
illustrious jurisprudence. 
Milton M. Unger 

Chairman New Jersey 
Bar Association Committe 
Integration of the Bar. 

P. S. By this post-script 
I remind the lawyers in gene: 
that they may vote or chang 
their vote on the rtd j 
they so desire, promptly by wr: 
ing Dr. Emma E. Dillon, Sec 
tary, New Jersey State Bar A 
sociation, 229 West State Stres; 
Trenton, N. J. 
Editor, New Jersey Law Journ 

It is not very often that 
write a publication taking e& 
ception to an editorial. As 
matter of fact this is the fix 
and possibly my last to such 2 
excellent paper as the New Je: 
sey Law Journal. However, 
language of your editorial of N 
vember 7, particularly the 1a: 
two paragraphs, strikes me: 
so contrary to the principles: 
this country that it deserves : 
be clarified. 

This country was founded 2 
still operates on a fundamen 
premise of a belief in God. 7 
state in effect that Sunday 
just another day of rest or vat: 
tion is reducing it to just & 
other holiday. Such _ thinks 
clearly does not take into co: 
sideration the fact that Sun; 
is a day of worship as well 
rest and recreation and that & 
State of New Jersey should 
this is not an atheistic coun? 
or state, protect its fundamer# 
nature against abuse. This d 
not mean no autos, no cigaret 
or no other items for the © 
dividual’s enjoyment; but to 4 
tend Sunday operations pur 
on economic grounds or pr 
motives to the sale of autoz 
biles etc. is certainly an extrée= 
measure. 

I regret that the edito: 
writer saw fit to omit any ref 
ence to worship or to the bé 

urpose of Sunday. I cannot» 

oom that the majority of © 

people are or will be “irress 

ibly demanding” of a chang 

its fundamental nature as a°¢ 
set apart. 

Very truly yours 
John C. Shipley 
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Announcement 


Richard J. Hughes has res 
the general practice of law * 
offices at 28 West State S° 
Trenton and is associate¢ 
counsel with the law firm 
Bilder, Bilder & Freedman, * 
offices at 60 Park Place, Ne* 


JAM] 
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State Bar Committee Reports 

: LEGAL EDUCATION considerable divergence of view 
“The principal task of the Le- Point as to the merits of the 
1 law45) .) Education Committee for the Several recommendations. Some 
& th€ |: rent year has been the con- committee members felt that the | 
of in} -seration of the report of the Skills training programme as 
Nave voy Jersey Supreme Court on Proposed by the Supreme Court 
© cul .-sining for the practice of law.| Committee, “the so-called Wis- 

2 consin Plan”, was a desirable 


aghty pages with its many more 





“CG, & .ages of appendices was released 
a. $n March 27, 1957, and consid- 
“RS red at the Judicial Conference 
ied ig” 


9 June, 1957. It makes a number 
recommendations which ar 
ital concern to practitioners ir 
‘his State. These recommenda- 
ions may be summarized as fol- 


pows: 


ee 
© UL 





(1) That to remedy the de- 
tciencies in skills training of 
I hava Jaw school graduates a _ pro- 


samme modeled on the Wiscon- 
in Plan to furnish uniform 
sractice skill training to all ¢ 
jidates of the Bar be established 
gnder appropriate auspices. It 
recommended that this pro- 
zamme be operated from July 
:,on a full time basis, and that 
: serve as a Substitute for the 
quiz” course or “cram” course 
fered under private auspices in 
evveral locations at the present 
ime. It is the thought of the 
supreme Court Committee that 
‘ne June Bar examination should 
7 eliminated and that the dual 
xamination be given shortly 

the completion of this 
ympulsory course. 

(2) That the clerkship require- 
nent be continued wit the 
nodification that the clerkship 
yvriod be shortened to six 
nonths, and be required after 
the successful passing of the Bar 
xamination. This recommenda- 
tion would be implemented by a 
neral tightening of the super- 
: on of the clerkship. For ex- 
Bar aqgpemple, it is recommended that 
. et i preceptor have a minimum of 
three years practice. It is also 
commended that the imprecise 
oncept of a “rounded clerkship” 
10uld be abandoned and that 
spplicants be permitted to ac- 
clerkships in specialized 
It is also recommended 
t the preceptor should have 


n 














sfter 

















es. 








sae he discretion to let the clerk 
ning pear on behalf of himself 
lof} his firm in any proceedings 
a Mo the Municipal and Surrogate 
| els: Courts, in answering the call in 
-iples any Trial Court, and in certain 
aves cesignated minor actions in the 

county District Courts. The 
po rhought of the Supreme Court 


“gommittee is that such a pro- 
amenaieramme would increase the val- 
‘Me of the clerks to their 
ceptors. 
(3) That if the first and sec- 
pnd recommendations be adopt- 
¢, the present  counsellor’s 
durse should be discontinued 
nd the status of counsellor be 
‘tainable after one year’s ad- 
sion to attorney upon 
aking of the type of examin- 
ton now given by the Board of 
r Examiners for the counsel- 
’s license, and the satisfactory 
ng of a test of brief writing 
id oral argument before the 
Appellate Division. 
4) That the problem of skills 
taining be continually reviewed. 
This brief summary only 
kratches the surface of the Su- 








pre- 















the 
Lie 





substitute for the present “quiz” 
course. Others felt that the com- 
pulsory programme under the 
auspicies of one or both of the 
local Law Schools would be un- 
desireable. 

Among those committee mem- 
bers who participated there was 
unanimous agreement that the 
present counsellor programme is 
in need of extensive revision. 
The committee is not yet in 
agreement as to the form of such 
revision. 

There is substantial agree- 
ment that the clerkship require- 
ment should be modified along 
the line suggested by the Su- 
preme Court Committee, those 
members who participated in 
the discussion felt that if the 
clerkship could be taken after 
successful passing of the bar 
examination, and if during the 
clerkship the clerk could engage 
in the practice of law in a limit- 
ed and supervised manner, the 
present economic hardship 
would to some extent be allevi- 
ated. Most participating com- 
mittee members expressed the 
view that many better law stu- 
dents are discouraged from 
starting to practice in this State 
by the necessity of serving a 


nine months clerkship at little) 
or no pay, and any programme} 


which would tend to encourage 
a decent wage scale during the 
period is worthy of considera- 
tion. No participant in our com- 
mittee suggested the elimination 
of the clerkship requirement in 
its entirety. The view was ex- 
pressed that some form of clerk- 
ship embodying practice skills 
training is a necessary protec- 
tion to the public. 


The problems discussed and 
the recommendations made in 
the Supreme Court Committee’s 
report are of such far reaching 
consequence that this committee 
feels no final position should be 
taken on the recommendations 
until we have invited the views 
of the membership at large. We 
therefore urge that interested 
members of the New Jersey Bar 
Association examine either the 
full report of the Supreme Court 
Committee or the summary (it- 
self some ten pages), and com- 
municate their views to the 
Chairman of the Committee of 
Legal Education. We may then 
be in a better position to recom- 
mend a position on the several 
Suggestions to the State Bar 
Association. 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY 

Pursuant 
this 
is holding sectional meetings 
after having had one over-all 
meeting of the entire commit- 
tee at the State Bar Head- 
quarters. The first meeting was 
for the purpose of setting forth 
the objectives of the committee 
and to determine how best we 
could approach the 

















edito“freme Court Committee’s report. To that end a sub-committee 
ny re"™Members of your Committee on was appointed for the purpose 
the 02¥egal Education studied the re- of formulating our objectives 
innot Mort in detail and there was and to narrow the issues so 
y of: aaa : 

“irress =a 
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to your direction, | 
committee organized and| 


problem. | 








| 
'that we would not attempt to| 
|cover a greater field than we} 
could properly handle. We will! 
continue to have meetings of 
the entire committee at various 
times and in addition, the sec- 
tional vice chairman of this 
committee will meet with their 
respective groups and report to 
|}the general committee meet- 
ings so that we may have the| 
benefit of thoughts and| 
accomplishments to the end| 
that a final report of this com-| 
mittee’s activities may be made | 
to the State Bar Association at 
its annual meeting in May of 
1958. As lawyers, we are mind- 
ful of our great responsibilities 
and of the very great problem} 
presented under the heading of| 





UilCil 


juvenile delinquency and we| 
willingly give of our time and | 
effort in the hope that it may| 
be to the ultimate good of all 
mankind. 

This committee endorsed the} 
“Report Of The New Jersey} 


Supreme Court’s Committee On 
Juvenile And Domestic Relations | 
Courts”, dated April 19, 1956, in| 
so far as it deals with juvenile} 
delinquency as was set forth in 
last year’s committee’s report} 
and this committee reiterates| 
that endorsement and recom-| 
mends that the following) 
changes be made. 

1. That the laws be changed 
to permit summary proceed- 
ings to be held 
ment of parents 
and neglect their children. 

2. That the juvenile court act/| 
be carefully studied to correct| 
any present ineffectiveness. | 

3. That uniformity be estab-/| 
lished throughout the state for| 
the juvenile Conference Com- 
mittees to follow. 

However, the committee feels} 
| this year that we should pin- 
point our activities within a 
lesser scope in the hope that we 
may be able to make greater 
Strides and to accomplish more 
and to that end, we are inclined 
to recommend that the New 
York State Youth 
Law which is Chapter 636 of the 
Laws of 1956 as amended—Arti- 
cle 19-A of the Executive Law, 
be scrutinized very carefully by 





this committee and that all per-|]} 
tinent information that is avail-| 


able be obtained in an effort to 
determine its feasibility for use 
within our state 

Our feeling at this point is 
that a State Youth Commission 
would serve a very helpful pur-| 


pose in that it would coordinate |} 
of the var-|] 
the | | 


the activities of all 
ious agencies throughout 
state under one central head and 

thereby do away with duplica- 
tion and an overlapping of ef- 

fort. 

We realize that 
mission would a paid di- 
rector and a staff, but we feel 
| that the money which the Legis- 
lature would have to appropriate 
would be returned many fold by 
the good that it would do and 
Jactually be a saving of money | 
even on a dollar and cents basis’ 
in the final analysis. 

Your chairman intends to ap-| 
point such a committee this 
month for the purpose of study- 
ing the New York Law and for 
the purpose of obtaining such 
other pertinent information as| 
may be useful and helpful to us| 
in our work in this State. Defin- | 
ite recommendations will be} 


such a com- 


need 


made in our final report in May |} 


of 1958. 

We believe that the term “ju- 
venile delinquency” is a term} 
which is too broad and which} 
should be changed in accordance 
with varying circumstances in 
each case. It is our present 
thought that a juvenile who 
commits an offense which nor- 
; mally would be indictable by 
Grand Jury if he were an adult 
should not be classified in the 
same catagory as a juvenile who | 
is guilty of some malicious mis- 
chief and that steps ought to be 
taken to differentiate between 








| ions 
| suggestions from this committee} 


1 
for the punish-|]] 
who abandon |] 


Commission | 


the various acts or offenses com- | 
mitted. We are likewise giving | 
considerable thought to the rec- 
ommendation that the term “ju- | 
venile delinquent” be changed to | 
some more appropriate term. 


We-believe in the use of the 
juvenile conference committees | 
and strongly recommend that 
such committees be used in every 


county in otir State. Unfortun- | 


ately, there are several counties | 
in our State where juvenile con-| 
ference committees are not be- 


ing used at all and in many} 
counties they are not being used | 
to their fullest extent or to their | 


fullest capacity. 


Your committee believes that 
it would be most helpful if the 
juvenile judges would meet with 
the members of this committee 
in the various counties for the 
purpose of discussion and the| 
exchange of thoughts and ideas. 
Ultimately, it will be the juvenile 
judges who will make the decis- | 
and promulgations, and/| 


| will be of little effect unless the} 


various juvenile judges are in 
accord with our thoughts, our 
aims and our ambitions. To that} 
end this committee will confer} 
with the Chief justice of New| 
Jersey for the purpose of obtain- | 
ing permission to hold such con- | 
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Announcement 


Howard Ewart, formerly Judge 
of the Superior Court and Leon- 
ard G. Lomell, formerly a mem- 
ber of the firm of Sutton & 
| Yoder, have formed a partner- 
ship for the general practice of 
law under the name of Ewart & 
Lomell with offices at 250 Wash- 
ington Street, Toms River. 








ferences with juvenile judges 
| throughout the State. 

We make it clear that this is 
nothing more than an ad in- 
terim report. Your committee 
ihas not had sufficient time 
within which to present a report 
| that would reflect an exhaustive 
| study of our problems but every 
| assurance is given that in the 
| final report, there will be an ex- 
haustive and comprehensive re- 
view of our activities over the 
winter and spring months. 

Respectfully submitted, 
J. Bernard Rogovoy, 
Chairman 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 


SEYMOUR RING 
107 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N. J. 
Waverly 6-5324 


























FOR 


NEW JERSEY 
RULES SERVICE | 
By 
SCHNITZER and WILDSTEIN 
The Authoritative Guide 
To New Jersey Practice 
Comments of the Courts: 


“Excellent Annotations” 

“Very able and thorough” 

“Cases fully support reason- 
ing” 

THE MOST CITED TEXT 


2 Loose-Leaf Binders 
and Full Year Service 


$50.00 


Completely Revised . . . 
Up-To-Date! 


SELTZER'S 
ENCYCLOPEDIA OF 
NEW JERSEY LAW 
Principles of Law... 

Leading Cases... 


| Statutes - Rules - Forms 


Subjects Covered: 


Constitutional Law, Corporations, 


Crimes, Criminal Procedure, 
Domestic Relations, Equity, Evi- 
dence, Partnership, Personal 


Property, Practice in Law and 
Chancery Divisions, 
Surety, Guaranty, Real Property, 
| Torts, Wills, Probate Practice. 
TREATS SUBJECTS FOUND IN 
NO OTHER NEW JERSEY 
PUBLICATION 


| 4 Looseleaf binders $75.00 
ONE COMPLETE INDEX 








NEW JERSEY LAWYER 





Agency, Negotiable Instruments, | 


Contracts, 


| GANN LAW BOOKS 


| 224 MARKET STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
| MArket 4-5533 


THE 


New Jersey Negligence 
Problems Solved in— 


| NEGLIGENCE LAW 
| IN THE ATLANTIC STATES 
By HARVEY G. STEVENSON 


The complete up-to-date negli- 

| gence law of New Jersey plus 

added discussions and decisions 

| of the nine other jurisdictions in 
| the Atlantic Reporter. 


Proven to be an authoritative 
text that answers quickly day-to- 
day questions of liability or non- 

| liability in “accident cases”’. 





Cited by the New Jersey Courts 


3 Volumes — $50.00 


TWO FUNCTIONAL BOOKS 
MILTON 7 
EFFECTIVE DRAFTING 
OF 
LEASES 

@ Clauses Analyzed and 


Discussed 
@ Forms 





| @ Check List | 
| | 
$17.50 | 


EFFECTIVE DRAFTING 
| OF CONTRACTS 


FOR THE SALE OF 
REAL PROPERTY 


| 
| 
By means of questions and 
concise discussions and suggested | 
| forms, this book will bring to 
| mind points which may result in | 
more favorably drawn contracts. | 


$9.75 
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State Bar Committee Reports 


MEMBERSHIP 
The Committee has met and 
all local chairmen are presently 
proceeding in their efforts to 


solicit new membership to the| 


association. 


Special concentration is being 
made in the larger counties 
where a letter to all non-mem- 
bers of the association has been 
sent, and the results of which 
are not as yet ascertainable. 


The Committee has found that 
there is a certain degree of in- 
decision in the minds of non- 
members of the association cre- 
ated as a result of the present 
question on integration. The 


Committee feels that when such | 


question is resolved such doubts 
will be dispeled. The Committee 
therefore recommends that the 


question of integration be re- | 


solved as quickly as possible. 

A complete report with details 
as to membership will be given 
at the annual meeting of the 
Association in Atlantic City next 
spring. 

However, as a result of a meet- 
ing this morning the Committee 


recommends that free member- | 


ship for the first year succeed- 
ing admission to the Bar be of- 
fered to every newly admitted 
attorney in this state. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Daniel J. Dowling 
William A. Fasolo 
Alfred M. Bitting 
Edward T. Curry 
Frank M. Travaline, Jr. 
Nathan C. Staller 
Douglas V. Aitken 
Samuel H. Berlin 
Frank J. Brunetto, Jr. 
A. Albert Eichler 
Guy H. Haskins Jr. 
Edward G. Madden, Jr. 
Allen Russ 
Louis Sherman 
Fred A. Gravino 
Sidney H. Kantrowitz 
C. Ryman Herr Jr. 
George Warren 
John A. McKenna 
Charles M. Morris, Jr. 
Ezra W. Karkus 
Ben D. White 
Robert F. Novins 
Forster W. Freeman, Jr. 
S. Rusling Leap 
Joseph C. Murphy 
Arthur B. Smith 
Albert Silverman 
Francis E. Bright 
William P. Elliott 
Eugene A. Liotta 
Wilbur Rush 
Thomas C. Swick 
Annamarie V. Paterno, 
Chairman 


HARRY A. TAYLOR 
and Associates 


REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
AND CONSULTANTS 
Member of American Institute of 
Real Estate Appraisers 


23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 














| (Bergen), Congressman Wolver- 


Osmers (Bergen). 


* 


| COOPERATION WITH A.B.A. ON 
JENKINS-KEOGH BILL 


| As is commonly known, the 
| Jenkins-Keogh Bills H. R. 9 and 
10 have been pending in. Con- 
gress for some time and have 
yet to come to the floor of the 
House for a vote. Basically, the 
bills would permit self-employed 
persons to deduct ten per cent 
of earned income or $5000.00 per 
year, whichever is less (with in- 
| creased amount for persons over 

55 years of age) from income as 
a tax deduction and purchase 
retirement annuity contracts. 
|The bill would bring self-em- 
ployed persons into a position 
| comparable with employed per- 
sons who are participants or 
beneficiaries of a pension or 
retirement plan. Obviously, the) 
bill is advantageous to self-em- 
| ployed persons and constitutes 
/an attempt to put self-employed 
persons on a comparable footing 
with employed persons. It de- 
serves the full support of the 
members of the Bar. 

Your Committee believes that 
its most important function is 
to obtain the unqualified sup- 
port of the members of the 
House and Senate from New 
Jersey, for passage of the bill. 
Accordingly, your Committee has 
sought an expression of opinion 
from the members of Congress, 
which it is believec can be fairly 
characterized as follows: 


Unqualifiedly in  support—| 
Congressman Thompson (Mer-| 
cer), Congressman Widnall 


ton (Camden), Congressman 

Congressman Osmers made a 
speech on the floor of the House 
May 29, 1957, urging the Ways 
and Means Committee to report 
favorably on the bills. 

Senator Smith has stated that 
he is in favor of the bills in| 
principle but he has not un-| 
equivocally stated that he will 
support them in their present 
form. 

Senator Case and Congress- 
man Canfield (Passaic) have 
taken equivocal positions. 

The Committee urges that any 
member of the Bar who is a 
constituent of any congressman 
from whom the Committee has 
not had an expression of view 
communicate with such con- 
gressman and solicit his support 
and his view in writing. 

Your Committee proposes at 
the appropriate time to trans- 
mit to the appropriate commit- 
tee of the American Bar Associa- 
tion the names of the members 
of Congress from New Jessey 
and their respective positions 
on the proposed legislation. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Warren Dixon, Jr., Chairman 

Robert M. Backes 

Louis P. Bertoni 

Douglas M. Hicks 

William F. Hyland 

Arthur F. Mead 

Lester Miller 

Augustine A. Repetto 
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ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 
New Jersey’s Largest Certified Reporting Service 
605 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 
Our staff of SEVENTEEN 
insures immediate availability 


Day and Night Service Anywhere 
We invite you to use, at no additional cost, 
our air conditioned deposition suites: 
4@ Journal Square, Jersey City 
Telephones: Day - MArket 2-3240 


shorthand and stenotype 
and rapid 


— 605 Broad Street, Newark 
Night - HUnter 6-5814 
ORange 3-3377 
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(Seated) Arthur J. Callaghan, Surrogate Adrian M. Foley, Jr.. Commr. Frederick J. Gassert, Jr, 
Robert A. Pin. (Rear) Allen Russ, Joseph Asbell, Leo I. McGough, Malcolm H. Greenberg, John Y 


Hayden, Jr. and M. Gene Haeberle. 































































































A.B.A. TV Series 


(Continued from page 1) 


ations effort of great poten- 
1.’ The two contracts were 
negotiated by the Association’s 
Committee on Public Relations 
headed by Richard P. Tinkham 
of Hammond, Ind. 

Dynamic Films is the producer 
of “The Medical Witness’ and 
“The Doctor Defendant,” the 
first two pictures in the popular 
new medico-legal film _ series 
titled “Medicine and the Law.” 

The CBS contract is for 25 or 
more nationally televised dra- 
matic programs in which the 
central character would be an 
average attorney practicing in a 
medium size city. The series 
would consist of dramatic in- 
cidents in the life and practice 
of this “typical” lawyer and the 
portrayal would be based upon 
substantially factual cases. 

Theodore Granik, a member of 
the Bars of New York and Wash- 
ington, D. C., and producer of 
nationally televised pro- 
grams “American Forum of the 
Air” and “Youth Wants to 
Know,” has been assigned as 
associate producer of the pro- 
posed CBS series. Tentatively 
the series has been titled ‘“‘At- 
torney at Law.” 

The Association’s announce- 

explained that several 
hurdles still remain to be clear- 
ed. however, before either of the 
two projects can materialize. 
The CBS series, the ABA said, 
hinges on assembling suitable 
factual story outlines, the pro- 
duction of a “pilot” program, 
and concluding appropriate 
commercial sponsorship. If these 
difficulties are surmounted, the 
series can be started by the 1958 
fall season. The Dynamic series 
also is contingent upon conclud- 
ing the necessary commercial 
sponsorship. 
Each of the two series will be 


+ op 


rel 
] 
tia 


the 


John W. Hayden, Jr., Max 


Weintraub, Stephen J. Foley and Lawrence N. Stein. (Rear) Arno 
C. Friedman and Arthur J. Callaghan. 





distinct and in no sense compet- 
itive. The CBS program is in- 
tended to be strictly entertain- 
ment, televised nationally on 
commercially purchased net- 
work time. The main character, 
the typical lawyer, will be the 
same for the entire series, al- 
though each dramatic episode 
will be a complete story. The 
Dynamic series will utilize a dra- 
matic format to tell entertain- 


ingly the facts about selected 
legal subjects. Each of the six 
films in the Dynamic series 


would be 30 minutes in length 
and would. while dramatic, be 
educational in nature. 

resident Rhyne appealed to 
ABA members throughout the 
country to send in three or four 
page outlines of dramatic inci- 
dents that have occurred in their 
own practice, and which may 
prove to be suitable for dramati- 
zation in the CBS series. The 
producer has agreed to pay $200 
for each such outline that is 
accepted. 


Announcement 


Sydney V. Stoldt has moved his 
law office to 215 Main Street, 
Ridgefield Park. 








Klayman, Chief Justice Jo: 








Junior Section Officers 
Elected 


Stand On Public Defender 
Reaffirmed 
































At the Annual Dinner of ti 
Junior Section of the New Jers 
State Bar Assn, held at t 
Berkeley Carteret Hotel in 4s 
bury Park, Joseph Asbell Wa 
elected chairman of the sect 
for the ensuing year to succé 
Motor Vehicle Director Frederia 
J. Gassert, Jr. Also elected wa 
Lawrence N. Stein as vice chai 
man and Stephen N. Maskale# 
as secretary. Gassert was namé 
as the section’s representati 
on the association's Board 4 
Trustees. 

The major item of busine 
considered was the report @ 
recommendation of the sectia 
committee on representation ! 
indigent defendants. The ca 
mittee proposed that the Le@ 
lature be asked to consider é 
tablishment of Public Defen# 
Offices in certain counties on 
experimental basis. The rep 
and recommendation were ov 
whelmingly approved by the 4 
tion but it was rejected % 
next day by the Senior body! 
a close vote. 














Courts. 
standing. 
Courts. 
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Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United 
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tates 


of proceedings or corporaé 
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Tel. EXport 6-8439 


























AT THE MONMOUTH BAR ASSOCIATION TESTIMONIAL TO JUSTICE HAYDN PROCTOR 


Berkeley-Carteret Hotel, Asbury Park 


1 64 





1. (l-r) John A. Petillo, Hon. C. Thomas Schettino, 
tos. Vincent P. Keuper, Justice Haydn Proctor and 
ames M. Coleman, Jr. 

2. Dinner chairman George A. Bariscillo, Jr., Ass'n 
tes. Solomon Lautman, Edward J. O’Mara, Chief 
tice Joseph Weintraub and Justice Haydn Proctor. 

3. Seymour R. Kleinberg, Justice Haydn Proctor 
td Leo R. Weinstein. 

4. Justice Haydn Proctor and his father Phineas 
ctor. 

- 5. John C. Giordano, Jr., Justice Haydn Proetor 
Pod Julius J. Golden. 


6. Thomas F. Shebell, his daughter Sandra and 
son Thomas, Jr., both law students. 


7. Harry R. Cooper, James 


George S. Skokos. 


R. Laird, Jr., and 


8. Theodore J. Labrecque 
and Harry Green. 

9. Justice Harry Heher, Chief Justice Joseph 
Weintraub, Justice William A. Wachenfeld (rear) 
Justices John J. Francis, Nathan L. Jacobs, Albert E. 
Burling and Haydn Proctor. 


Hon. Peter P. Artaserse 


Wednesday, November 20, 1957 


10. John W. Applegate, William H. Burns, Jr., 
Samuel Carotenuto, Ezra W. Karkus and Hon. Henry 
E. Ackerson. Jr. 

bi. Stanley 
Joseph De Vito. 

12. Harry B. Tumen, Stanley 
Friedlander and Joseph F. Mullin. 

13. Thomas A. Argyris, Stephen A. Argeris, Paul T. 
Smock, Sidney J. Meistrich and Francis X. Crahay. 

14. Theodore C. Birabella, Milton A. Stein, Milton 
M. Abramoff, Henry W. Sayrs, Leonard Widman and 
Thomas J. Baldino, Jr. 


Cohen, Frank P. Zimmer and D. 


R. Katz, Robert 
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Some Notes on Admiralty and Maritime Law | 





by Robert F. 
Newcomb Morse 

Editor’s note: This is the seventh of a 
series of short articles on various phases 
of admiralty and maritime law. Other 
instalments in the series will be pub- 
lished in succeeding issues of the Law 
Journal. 


Doyle and Howard 


VII 

Improperly Setting Up The De- 
fenses Of Privity And Unsea- 
worthiness In A Motion To Dis- 
miss A Petition For Limitation 
Of Liability, Which Motion Is 
Overruled, Does Not Waive The 
Right To Make A Motion To Dis- 
miss In Proper Form 

The United States Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit 
in 1944 in Davis v. Ensign-Bick- 
ford Company, 139 F. 2d 624, 
held that a motion to dismiss is 
not 
with defenses on the merits. 

The United States Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in 
1953 in Investors Royalty Com- 
pay, Inc. v. Market Trend Survey 
Inc., 206 F. 2d 108, 111, held that 
a motion to dismiss is not waived 
by being joined with defenses. 
The Court stated that: “... the 
setting up of the alternative 
fourth ground did not constitute 
a waiver of the other grounds of 
the motion.” 


The District Court of the Unit-| 
ed States for the Southern Dis-/ 


trict of New York in 1947 in 


waived even when joined) 


assumes that the grounds ‘speci- 
fied for dismissal can properly 
be set up in the first motion to 
dismiss and that the grounds 
specified for dismissal in the 
second motion to dismiss were 
exactly the same grounds. The 
District Court of the United 
States for the Eastern District 
of Pennsylvania in 1940 in Equit- 
able Life Assurance Society of 
the United States v. Saftlas, 35 
F. Supp. 62, and the District 
Court of the United States for 
the Western District of Pennsyl- 
vania in 1946 in Bowles v. Sun- 
shine Packing Corporation of 
Pennsylvania, 5 F. R. D. 282, 285, 
286, held that a motion to dis- 
miss for failure to state a claim 
upon which relief could be 
granted can be made after de- 
nial of a motion to dismiss on 
jurisdictional grounds. Of course 
this assumes that the ground 
specified for dismissal can prop- 
erly be set up in the first motion 
to dismiss and that the ground 
specified for dismissal in the 
second motion to dismiss is not 
only a different ground but also 
can be properly set up in the 
second motion to dismiss. 

The District Court of the Unit- 
ed States for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of Wisconsin in 1941 in 


| Horlick’s Malted Milk Corpora- 


Munson Line, Inc. v. Green, 6) 


F. R. D. 470, 474, declared that: 


“I think no one will deny that,| 


if a defendant moves... to dis- 


miss a complaint for 


insuffi-| 


ciency, specifying the grounds| 


therefor... 


and his motion is! 


denied, he cannot thereafter .. .! 


make a_ second motion... 


on like grounds. The decision on | 


the first motion would be the 
law of the case and he would be 
estopped from raising the same 
question again.” However, this 
— OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE ==" 
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| clared that: 


| dismiss... 


tion v. Horlick, 40 F. Supp. 501, 
held that a motion to dismiss 
setting up specific grounds for 
dismissal is to be interpreted 
as a motion to dismiss present- 
ing the defense of failure to 
state a claim upon which relief 
can be granted. 
VIII 

The Overruling Of A Motion 
To Dismiss A Petition For Limi- 
tation Of Liability Is Non-Ap- 
pealable 

Ohlinger’s Federal Practice, in 
volume 3 at page 210, states that: 
“|. a party may attack a plead- 
ing, whether a complaint, or an 
answer or reply containing a 
counterclaim, by motion to dis- 
miss.” To the same effect is the 
decision in Van Dyke v. Broad- 


| hurst, 28 F. Supp. 737. 


Benedict on Admiralty, in vol- 


| ume 4 at page 18 states that: 


|}is not a final decision.” 


"| “An order denying a motion to 


dismiss a limitation proceeding 
The 


| United States Court of Appeals 
| for the Second Circuit in 1914 
|in The Transfer No. 21, 218 F. 


| that: 


| miss . . 


first syllabus, de- 
“An order entered 
in a proceeding for limitation 
of liability, denying a motion to 
is not a ‘final deci- 
sion’ and is not appealable.” 
Benedict on Admiralty, in vol- 
ume 4 at page 19, states that: 
“Not appealable are: An order 
overruling a motion to dismiss.” 
The United States Court of Ap- 
peals for the Second Circuit in 


636, in the 


| 1933 in The Maria, 67 F. 2d 571, 


in the first syllabus, declared 
“Interlocutory admiralty 
decrees denying motion to dis- 
. held not appealable.” 
Benedict on Admiralty, in vol- 


|}ume 4 at page 17, states that: 


“A decree on cross-libel only 
does not dispose of the whole 


| suit and is therefore not appeal- 
| able as a final decree.” To the 
| same effect is the decision of 


the Supreme Court of the Unit- 
ed States in 1901 in Bowker Vv. 
United States, 186 U. S. 135, 45 
L. Ed. 1090, 22 S. Ct. 802, and the 
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Federal Tax Notes 


BY 
HAROLD KAMENS 

Rev. Rul. 57-378: DEDUCTION 
FOR CONTRIBUTIONS OF AN 
EMPLOYER TO AN _ EM- 
PLOYEES’ TRUST OR ANNUITY 
PLAN AND COMPENSATION 
UNDER A DEFERRED PAY- 
MENT PLAN: When an em- 
ployer’s commitment under a 
qualified employees’ profit-shar- 
ing plan, for a particular taxable 
year, is made subsequent to the 
time within which an accrual 
method taxpayer may make a 
contribution which will be al- 
lowable as a deduction for such 
taxable year, no deduction is 
allowable for such year but the 
employer is entitled to a “credit- 
carryover” for the year or years 
in which the commitment is 
paid. If the contributions paid, 
in such subsequent year, do not 
exceed the primary limitation of 
fifteen percent of compensation 
of participants then the “credit 
carryover” is not applicable. If 
such contributions do exceed 
such primary limitation, then, 
to the extent that they do not 
exceed the lesser of (a) thirty 
percent of compensation of par- 
ticipating employees for such 
year, or (b) the primary limita- 
tion of fifteen percent plus the 
“credit carryover’ from prior 
years, they are deductible. 

Rev. Rul. 57-384: AMOUNTS 
RECEIVED UNDER ACCIDENT 
HEALTH PLAN: Wages or pay- 
ments in lieu of wages received 
by an employee from an em- 
ployer for a period of absence 
from work because of illness are, 
under certain circumstances, 
wage continuation plan benefits 
excludable from gross income to 
the extent provided in section 
105 (d) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, even though the 
absence during a portion of the 
period was reflected on the em- 
ployer’s record as vacation leave. 

Rev. Rul. 57-398: GIFTS AND 
INHERITANCES: A testator be- 
queathed a specific sum to an 
employee in appreciation of her 
long and loyal service and, in 
the same clause of the will, stip- 
ulated that such fixed amount 
was to include all compensation 
for her services as executrix, a 
duty to which she was appointed 
in a subsequent clause of the 
will. Held, that inasmuch as the 
right to possession of the speci- 
fic sum by the legatee under the 
terms of the will was not con- 
tingent upon her performing the 
duties of executrix for the dece- 
dent, no part of the amount be- 
queathed to the taxpayer by the 
testator is taxable as compen- 
sation for services, but is a gift 








decision of the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit in 1922 in France and 
Canada Steamship Company v. 
French Republic, 285 F. 290. 

The United States Court of 
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit 
in 1955 in E. I. DuPont De Nem- 
ours and Company v. Hall, 220 
F. 2d 514, held that an order 
denying a motion to dismiss is 
not appealable. 

The United States Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit 
in 1951 in Jetco, Inc. v. Jiffy 
Products Company, Inc., 192 F. 
2d 852, held that an order deny- 
ing a motion to dismiss a coun- 
terclaim is not appealable. 

However, after a new motion 
to dissolve the injunction is 
made, if such motion is denied, 
the order so denying may be 
appealed according to the deci- 
sion of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit 
in 1940 in Red Bluff Bay Fish- 
eries v. Jurjev, 109 F. 2d 884, and 
the decisions of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit in 1944 in W. E. 
Hedger Transportation Corpora- 
tion v. Gallota, 145 F. 2d 870, and 
in 1947 in Curtis Bay Towing 
Company v. Tug Kevin Moran, 
Inc., 159 F. 2d 273. 


or bequest, the value of which 
is excludable from gross income 
under section 102 (a) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954. 

LIMITED PARTNER: Tax- 
payer’s husband died in 1946, 
and pursuant to agreement tax- 
payer continued to receive pay- 
ments from his partnership. 

Held: Taxpayer became a 
limited partner in the partner- 
ship at her husband’s death and 
she must include in her income 
her distributive share of part- 
nership profits for that year. 
The partnership properly credit- 
ed taxpayer with the full amount 
of her distributive share on the 
partnership return even though 
she was not actually paid that 
much. Laube, TCM 1957-13. 

ALIMONY: Taxpayer, living 
separate and apart from her 
husband, received $300 per 
month pursuant to a final de- 
cree of separate maintenance. 
She contended that since the 
decree did not specifically pro- 
vide that she was entitled to live 
separately and apart from her 
husband, they were not “legally 
Separated” and the payments 
were not income to her. 

Held: The decree did legally 
sanction their status of living 
apart so that the payments 
properly qualified as _ periodic 
alimony or separate mainten- 
ance payments. Accordingly, 
they were includible in the wife’s 
income. Fugua. 27 TC No. 112. 

NON-TAXABLE ALIMONY: 
On February 13, taxpayer and 
her husband entered into a sep- 
aration agreement which was 
incorporated in a divorce decree 
on February 16. The principal 
sum provided in the agreement 
was to be paid within 10 years 
from February 13. 

Held: Since this period was 
less than 10 years from the date 
of divorce, the payment was not 
a periodic payment and was not 
taxable to the wife. Newman, 26 
TC No. 88, nonacq. IRB 1957-6. 

WAIVER OF STATUTE OF 
LIMITATIONS: A husband and 
wife filed a joint return on 
March 15, 1951. The wife signed 
a waiver of the statute of limita- 
tions on March 5, 1954, a few 
days before the statute expired. 

Held: The waiver extended 
the time for assessment of tax 
against the wife only. However, 
as liability on a joint return is 
joint and several, assessment of 
the full tax can be made against 
her. Magaziner, Jr., TCM 1957- 
26. 

MEMBER OF HOUSEHOLD: 
Taxpayer lived openly with a 
married, undivorced woman and 
claimed her as a dependent as 
a “member of the taxpayer’s 
household. 

Held: Congress never intend- 
ed the terms “member” and 
“household” to be construed so 
literally as to permit a depend- 
ency credit for one maintaining 
an illicit relationship. Turnip- 
seed, 27 TC No. 91. 

EXPENSES: An elderly, well- 
established dentist claimed as a 
business expense $380 paid in 
the form of dues, meals and sun- 
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New F.H.A. Plan Bein 


Considered y 


( 


U. S. Housing Administrasp 
Albert M. Cole, speaking bef, 
the New Jersey State Leagye 
Municipalities last week , 
that the F.H.A. is considerin, 
new form of F.H.A. guarantee 
loan plan which would per, 
low down payments and |, 
monthly payments for ho, 
purchases and thereby engo, 
age home building. Under 
plan being considered, he 
the FHA would insure prj 
lenders against loss of perh, & 
the top 20% of the loan ang +4 
private lenders would assume +} 
balance of the risk. He said s,gqple 
ther that under this plan theg 
would be no need for a y 
of administrative procedyyieeet 
such as those where the Fx 
insures all of the loan and th 
the government would not ; 
interest rates in any such pr 
gram. 


v 








dry charges to two social! ¢ly 
He was unable to give the 
of any individual who bec; 
his patient in the taxable 
as a result of his club mem 
ships. 

Held: Expenses are disally 
ed as being primarily persoy 
Lokey,TCM 1957-5. is 

BONA FIDE FOREIGN RES: ; 
DENT: Taxpayer went to Jap = 
in 1949 with his wife for an« 
tended stay to sell life insuray 
to U. S. servicemen sta 
there. He and his wife returz 
to the U. S. in May 1950 ic 
vacation and to confer with 
employer, and did not return 
Japan until December 1950 

Held: Taxpayer was a bh 
fide resident of Japan for : 
entire year 1950. Accordingly, :j 
insurance commissions 
for writing policies in Jap 
were properly excluded from: 
gross income. Walker, TCM 183 
40. 

SECTION 721 RELIEF: In }¢ 
taxpayer commenced plann: 
and other preparatory work: 
the publication of a techni cies 
magazine. Due to the activig7 
of a competitor, taxpayer 7 
not able to bring out then 
magazine until 1942 when 


ne 








a «Cp 





e2 


Cau 














scored an immediate financitlCEN 

success. Taxpayer sought 2? Hani 

duction in its 1943 excess pro‘™g" 

tax under the “abnormal @Hirorc 

come” relief provisions of & 

tion 721. 43 E, 
Elizat 


Held: Relief is denied. £ 
if taxpayer could satisfy all % 





other requirements of Sect@ seje; 
721, it failed to establish : 
total amount expended in ‘§ Manu 
search or development activigjries 
in any of the prior years, they ° ° 
by making it impossible tof |, 
tribute any of the net abnor 
income in 1943 to such pxagtor s 
years. Caldwell-Clements 

27 TC No. 78. ote 
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Being) jutgers Publishes Work 
| On "Desegregation 
| And The Law" 


'§ Defom sw BRUNSWICK, Nov. 27— 

&. of the kKnottiest problems 
to confront the legal pro- 
sion of this country arose 





rantes Maps! , 
Soon = the 1954 decision of the 
~, —-ited States Supreme Court in- 





f an ly labeled ‘Brown v. Board 
brdu ication.’ 
gut of this suit by Oliver 
pan against the Topeka Board 
ducation arose the series of 
jons aimed to eliminate de- 
ation in American Schools. 
two Rutgers School of Law 
sfessors who perceived the im- 
pa-tance of the case decided two 
2 volugemats ago to write a short treat 
rocedy ast of the legal aspects of 
he FEmmpegregation. The task soon 
,aeadened as they realized that 
not ame Subject could not be fully 
uch ot i ated without scholarly atten 
. m1 to both the historical back 


‘ — aye 
7 






go 











eeeound and the multiple current 
ecg velopments that arose when 
. nave time came for the decisions 


the high court to be carried 


Now Clarence Clyde Ferguson 
+ and Albert B. Blaustein, the 
9 State University professors 
ed themselves authors of a 
zior work on the legal aspects 
esegregation cases. 

is ‘Desegregation and the 
yy’ published last month by 
Rutgers University Press. 
Using aS a Springboard < 1u- 
2] belief that they were de 

z with “the most pany Pe 
eeision ever rendered by ¢€ 
merican court.” the authors 
med a microscope on virtually 
ery legal aspect of the momen- 
us ruling emanating from 
iver Brown’s suit against the 
ard of Education of Topeka to 
in his eight-year-old daugh- 
rs admission to an all white 








a 




























nmenting on the book, Fer 
said the complexities of 
segregation problem are 
t it will be accomplished 
work : “litig tion, not legislation.” 
alates sees the decision as 
idly “ leading to the elimin- 
aver wen «Of all discrimination if 
e pagetied to its logical conclusion 


a, 
i) 
5 
| | 

~ 
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bd SCIENTIFIC PROOF IN LIABILITY 
lish : - In causes involving - 
1 in ‘9% Monufacturer’s Products Liability 
activigg ities from chemicals, trade processes 
or defective mechanical design 
or operations. 
Investigations - Clear Reports 
yonor= Expert Court Testimony 
OR SCIENTIFIC OR ENGINEERING 
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LOCATED? 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, 


Valuation, Damages, Court's Main Issue in 
Condemnation Cases 





ownership and 
vate property. 
demnation, for 


possession of pri- 
tederal statutes provide for court I 
appeal against the government’s 
to take specific property 


public use on the 
payment of due compensation to, 


in 99 cases out of 100 
from expropriation, the 
and distribution of 


that it had been 


with which the court or jury is 
inherent in the concept of sov- 
Pie. was the opinion of Judge 
ose ph Ss. behing of the U. S. Dis- 
t at — ago in a pane! 
Wednesday af- 
on “The Legal Theories 
id | Appraisal Techniques Appli- 
' Federal Condemna- 





to all property rig 
er cannot be surre! 


manner whatsoey 





sie the power 
or state constitution 


Assn. of Real enactments- the Fil 





week in conjunc- of the falaial Cc 





onvention of — 


luded Luther 'D. 
U. S. pers orney 
ph J. Li itrell of Washi ngton, 

chief of the land acquisi- 
section of the U. S. depart- 





ct 





and ‘Durland Tayl lor, New 





hat under the feder 











_ and OE 
take a given parce 
property is appealable. 

as — Airmen 3 





1e owners vo _pes- 





¢ me ST 





valuat ion fori on the 
condemnation 
nd 1 the question of dam- 














constitutional 
entitled to a hear- 
in open court on t i 





before the court, or 
’ be tried by the jury 





—are yng ein to introduce 





of the Poti result- 
taking of the prop- 














the conclusion of the 
court has found 





rendered against 


in this type of pro- 
i the court has 


thes ‘solhahena’ 
encumbrances, 


Pi such terms as shall 








t of a sovereign to take 
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taken only for a public use. This | 


iis an issue and question of fact 
which ultimately must be de- 
| termined by a court. ... The 
character of the use—that is, the 
purpose for which the property 
is to be.wsed—rather than the 
extent or quantity of property 
to be used is determinative of 
whether eminent domain will 


lie.” 7 


Announcement 


The firm of Koehler, Augen- | 


blick & Freedman has moved its 


offices for the general practice | ! 


of law to 17 Academy Street, 
Newark 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF REDUCTION 
Bon ( AVITAL OF 
. MS 










il oeatier 1 
State i ces nd Boulevard, Newark 
2. New \ 
The the agent therein and in 
urge upon Whom process against 


may be served, is Jay H. 
New Jersey 

a corporation organized 
g der the laws of the State of 
, DOE S HEREBY CERTIFY that 
nes of its Board of Directors and 
duly held in accordance with 
the State of New Jersey 


been reduced by $22,976.58 











(2) That the iid reduction of capital haus 
been efleeted by means of the cancel 
lat and retirement ¢ al th 
Capital Stock of the ¢ oY 
tofore a eee a iti and 
he)? in reasu 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. s 

n, has 1used this Certificate es 

President ind— Secretary and its 
to be hereunto affixed this 11 | 


r October O57 
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(CORPORATE SEAL) 
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President 
Att 
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Seers 
Ea Nov 28, de o> 12 $19.68 } 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
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Creeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
hy duly anthenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo‘ 
the unanimous consent of all ae stocks 


ders. deposited in my office 








sald tha } 
BAY STREET STORAGE & W AREHOUSE 


CORP 
ac peporation of this State, whose principa 
ft 3 lat No. 100 Woodland Avenue 

n the City Kast Orange, County of Essex, 
State if New Jersey (Charles Weiland, 
wing the agent therein and in charge thereot 
pon hom process mar be served). ha 
with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, Genera!, of Revised Statutes 

' prelimi inary to the tesaning 
thi ate of Dissolution. 

NOW THE REFORE, 1, the Secretary eo! 
State of the State of New Je prsey, Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did, on tne 
Twenty-fifth da ( NMahid mber, 1957, file in 

ottice a duly exec “1 and attested consent 

i writing to the padre A of sald cor 
roratior executed by all the stockholder 

ereof, which said consent and the recorc 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 

my suid office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
hate hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-fifth day of November 

‘ A.D... one thot nd nine hundred and 














pode Ppt 
SPWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
J Nov. 28. 1 5. 12 $21.60 


ESSEX COUNTY COURY 

DOCKET NO. 24, Pe 36 
Action 
TUDGMENT 


IN, also kuow 
GOLDSTEIN and 























Lachine’. GOLDSTEIN 
lei - e name 
LEONARD R. CURTIS and 
PAITH JACQUELYN CURTIS 
Applic tion x be made t t 
( t t f Augus 1957 
‘LEON "GOLDSTELS also known as 
ONARD GOT DS TEIN to assume an- 
‘ w LEONAR! D R 
CUR TIS. 
FAITH JACQUELYN GOLDSTEIN t 
sn name it: FAITH 
J GQUELYN CURTI 
t ( 
< 1957 
K rs 
I t Fa 
( t ¢ 
id rtions « 
that 
the pr 
r Sta 4252-1 
‘ i Rk 4 les c 
| t satisf 
t asonable 
} t s ther 
IS this 20th day of November 
7, ADJCDGED that LEON GOLDSTEIN 
known at LEONARD GOLDSTEIN b 
d he is hereb suthorized to assum: } 


na LEONARI» KR. CURTIS: and that 
FAH JACQUELYN pp ager be and 


rel 






1957 


thorize 
FAITH JACOCELYS 
Th 0 








3..3 Nov. 28_ $13.86 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








office in this | being 


the eapital of the company has | 





ituated at Ne 
Plainfield, Connty of Union, 
Jersey (William P. Elliott, 
agent therein and in charge 
whom process may be served). 
with the requirements of Title 
, General, of Revised Statutes 








ted: November 14, 


Da 1957 
KATE ERWIN HARRISON, 


the order of ADRIAN M. 


Surrogate of the County of 


made, on the application of 
Exeeutors of said deceased, 
given to the ereditors of 


to exhibit to the subscribers 
or affirmation, their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased, 
months from this date, or they 


barred from prosecuting or 


recovering the same against the subscribers. 
NORMAN B. FRAR 

MONTCLAIR TRUST COMPANY 
KEER & BOOTH, Attorneys 


J. 
28, Dec. 5, 12, 19 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom thease presents may come, 


3. It appears to my satisfaction 
- authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of al) the stock- 
deposited in my office that 

CE 


REALTY CO., INC, 


corporation of this State. whose principal 
situated at No. 790 Broad Street, 


Newark, County of Essex, 
Jersey (Louis Spiegel, 


“ut therein and in charge 
upon whom process may be served), 
omplied with the requirements of Title 


General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to ise tasuing 


f this Certificate of Dissolution 

. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
| state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
the said corporation did. on the 
y of November, 1957, file in 
executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor 
executed by all the stockholders 
said consent and the record 
» proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
1 my sald office as vrovided by law 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOPF i 
hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my officis! seal. at Trenter 
Twenty-fifth day of November, 
one thousand nine hundred and 
tifty-seven. 

LDWARKD J. PATTEN 

Secretary of State 

Dec. 3, 12 $21.60 


OF NEW JERSEY 


rATE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
i whom these presenta may come, 


t appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authenticated record of the proceed 
voluntary dissolntion§ thereof 
unapimous consent of all the stock 
eposited in my offce that 
BARBARA ELLEN CLOTHES, INC. 
: of this State, whose principal 
iated at No. 120 Trumbull Street, 
f Klizabeth, County of Union, 
Jersey (Mortimer Kata, be 
therein and in charge thereof 
process may be = served» 
with the requirements of Title 
, General, of Revised Statutes 


preliminary to the lIasding 


ertificate of Dissolution 

THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
» State of New Jersey. Do Herebs 
» sald corporation did, on thie 
of November, 19%7, file in 
a duly executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor 
muted by all the stockholders 
a said couse nt 
arinaaaiiats aforesaid ate pow on filk 


the record 


as provided by haw 


fice 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
hereto set my hand and af 
my official seal. at Trenton 
Fifteenth day of November 
one thousand nine hundred 
tifty-rseven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

rretaru of State 

28, Dee. 5 $21.6% 


OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


these presenta may come, 


It appeare to my satisfaction, 
authenticated record of the proceed 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all the stock- 
waited in my office that 
Bt TTERFIELD & EAMBS, INC. 


this State, whose principal 
240 West Front Street 





preliminary to the issuing 


Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
5 state of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


ivan corpe vration did, on the 
November, 1957, file in 


my offier a du iy executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
seaated by all the stockholders 
s#id consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law. 
. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
hereto set my hand and ef- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
j lighteenth day of November 
one thonsand nine hundred 
fifty-seven 

EDWARD J PATTEN, 

Secretary of State 
TON 28, Dee 5 $21.66 


> OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


these presenta may come 


4 appears to my satisfaction 


‘ated record of the proceed- 


voluntary dissolution thereof 


onsent of @ll the atock- 
in my iffice that 


e 
‘ CASTING LABORATORY 


this State whose principal 


ated at No. 75 Montgomery Street, 
of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
Jersey (Charles B. Co!lins, 
ont therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
the requirements of Title 14, 
General. of Revised Statutes 





preliminary to the iseving 


ificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said corporation did, on the 


November, 1957, file in 


3 ly executed and attested con- 
sent in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
said consent and the record 
proceedings aforeawid are now on file 
office as provided by law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
hereto set my hand and af- 


official sea). at Trenton, 


Fifteenth day of November, 
one thonsand nine hundred 
and fifty-seven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

Secretary of State 

28, Dee. 5 £21.60 
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EGAL NOTICES 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ST 3 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 


DEPARTMENT OF 





presents may come, 


jreeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution 
the unadimeus consent of al! 


lt appears to my satisfaction, 
enticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 





~~ 


GRAEBRO CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | 








upon whom process may be served), up mv vom pr cess may be ae: 
: : 


Bot erpenenienn, General, of Revised Statutes | 








State of Seo vanes bo He reby 
he said corporation did, 





Ww Jeng: 2 Do oe 














execut ted and ‘at ttested ccsisent and attested consent 











} made, on the applicati roceedings ee are 















» thousand “nine hundred and 





u 
MSAVINGS INSTITUT 























on the ge eee of | 

















| de mands against the 














he agent therein and in charge thereof. 





requirements of Title 


























exccuted and attested consent 
dissolution of said cor 


consent tod the record | HERMAN WERNER 


proceedings bagen cone 























agent Sherels aud in charge 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

pont 

IiEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by aa authenticated record of the proce 
ings tor the voluntary dissolution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
hoiders, deposited in my ollice that 

NORDBERG EXCAVATING CO. 
2 corporation of this State, whose principal 
oftice is situated at No. West Elizabeth Drive, 
in the Town of Dover, County of Morris, 
State of New Jersey (Clarence Nordberg, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
pon wuom process may be served), has 
:| complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Cor poratious, General, of Revised Siatutes 
of New Jerseys, prelimiuary to the issuing 
f this Cer ate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixth day of November, 1957, tile in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
the reo which said consent and the record 
ie proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 

iN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
‘ave bereto set my hand and af- 
tixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this th day of November, 
(Sea!) A.D., one thousand nolne hundred 
and tifty-seven. 
EPWARD J. PATTEN, 
8s eretary of State. 
LJ Nov. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 

















STATE OF SEW 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 








sil to whom tiese presents aay come, 
fsreeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 

xy duly authenticate record cf the proceed- 

jugs for he voluntary disselution ticreef 


by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
solders, deposited in my office that 
MAJAC HOMES, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situat at No. 545 Broadway, in 
the City of Kayonne, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Jacob Dvorin, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
:pon Whom process Day be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title i4, 
General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Disseiution. 
REFORE, 1, the Sceretary of 
State of the > » of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify th the said corporation did, on the 
| Fourth day of November, 1957, file in my 
| office a duly executed and attested consent 
{un writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the etockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trentcn 

this Fourth day of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

fifty-seven. 

EVWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J Nov. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 

































appears to my eatisfactiox 














ii ngs at resid core 




















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by tbe unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
| CEDAR HILL COUNTRY CLUB 
a corporation of this State, whose prineipal 
office is situated at No. 663 Main Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Morris Pashman, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATL 


NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 





presenta may come 








DI 3 tk tisfaction f 
It oes o my satisfactio -nticated record of the proceed- 






























ein and in charge thereof, 




















Sixth day of November, 1957, file in my 
ollice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by iaw. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixth day of November, 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and ‘ifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J Nov. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





Dated: Oetcber 23, 1957 





| ESTATE OF TILLIE BYKUCZ also known 


of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
said corporation did, on the 














tate of New Jersey, 
the said via sedge ion be d, 











! 
executed and attested consent 





consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file} 










eet my hand and 











se fecretary £4 State. 


as TILLIE RICKEY BYKUCZ, also known 
as TILLIE RICKEY and also known as 
TEAFILIA TEBILEKOKIKA, deceased. 
| Parsuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
|} “OLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
“asex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of eaid deceas- 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
nder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
lemands against the estate of sald deceased, 
vithin six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
JOSEPH WISNESKI 
LORENTZ & STAMLER, Attorneys 


{11 Commerce Street 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
i BM ay OF STATE 








presente may come, 


lt appegrs to my satisfaction 
henticatc d record of the pr ceed | 


It appears to my satisfaction 
july ‘authenticnted record of the proce 





| Newark 2, N. J 
.y Oct. 31, Nov. 7, 14, 21, 28 





Dated: November 7, 1957 
ESTATE OF HARRIET E WANZENREID, 
deceased 
Pr renant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 
2 this day made, on the application of 





| the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 








381 Osborne Terrace, 











ne agent ‘theret pn and in charge thereof 





being the agent therein and in charge thereof 








whom proc ina may be served) 
requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 





the requirements e Titl ~ the requirements of Title 14, 
; of Revised Statutes | 


preliminary to the issuing | 


Corporations, General, 





| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
that the said corporation did, on the 


» of the State of New Jersey, 


of the State of t New Jersey 
t the anid Rainn, eos» did, on A. ) 





that the said corporation, Bre 





it] FOLEY, JR., 
dissolution of said cor- i 





the di seolution “a said , cor- ) writing ‘to the yk 





conynt and the record 


proceed ings aforesaid are now on file aforesaid are now on file of the proceedings ‘ator resaid are now on file | of the  prceeias afore — are now on file 


set my “band and af 





notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the sanbscriber. 
HAROLD N. CONGLETON 

SHANLEY & FISHER, Attorneys 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J 

J Nov. 14, 21, 28, Dec. 5, 12 

Dated: November 18, 1957 

ESTATE OF a VICTORIA PEDDIE 

SAYRE, deceased 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the a#pplication of 
the undersig Executor of said deceased, 
notice is given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 








Essex, this 





| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
.| recovering the same against the snbscriber. 





EDWARD J. <PATTEN 








RANDOLPH T. SAYRE 
PRYOR, Attorney 

y Street 

= 





J. 
28, Dee. 5. 12, 19 
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Sees Universal Law Without Super State .. 








Pound would base it on ‘due sisted, “must rest on what in 
process’ the U. S. is called due process of 
—_—— |law.” The elements of this due 
NEW YORK (ACCN)—The ev-| process, according to . Dean 
olution of “world law for world) Pound, are: 
relations” is both possible and —An “independent, unbiased 
likely without requiring a world and courageous tribunal”; 
superstate, according to Dr. Ros- —Full notice in advance to all 
coe Pound, dean emeritus of the) interested parties of the nature 
Harvard law school. of the controversy to be deter- 
Speaking before a meeting of| ™ined and the claim or claims 
the Brooklyn Bar Assn. the 87-|to be urged or charges to be 
year old scholar said: preferred by the parties; 


« : . —A procedure according full 
The complex, crowded, eco and free opportunity for each 


nomically unified and mechani- : : 
= e . party to present evidence in sup- 
ee se port of his cause to saga vappenset 
law with local regime of laws —The ae enh 
weniia Sor, and adapted to, local | COs Semewees ane Oe 
ial onditions and needs » | the credibility, weight and rele- 
pny se world we know.” the vance of the evidence, i - 
dean said, “a world state seems|©#¢h item and as a who . os 
hardly attainable.” But he noted | the legal propositions applicable 
that the common law in the 45095 “according to 
ngpered papa lige cine ee law, not the will of the tribunal 
elsewhere had both gone ont and not directed directly or in- 
e cin aie . | directly from without.” 
. ped —— organi-| “Dean Pound traced the evolu- 
A universal le al order, he in- | Of the law from “the strict law” 
— 6 which narrowly limited cases 
by its inflexible rules, through 


ROY GRIFFITH JONES | | “the stage of equity and natural 





PATENT ATTORNEY |law,” which he said introduced 
Formerly Patent Advisor, concepts of morality, to the 
S. Gov., Dept. of the Army | stage of the law’s maturity, 

Chamber of Commerce Bldg., | which he said had brought sta- 


24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 


| bili j ii the 
ain Daas bility and liberaiization of t 


| earlier eras. 

Most recently, he said, there 
has been a “socialization of the 
NORMAN N. POPPER law” which has transferred em- 

REGISTERED PATENT phasis from individual to social 

= . interests. As examples he cited 
ATTORNEY Te 3 ; 

= : : limitations on the use and dis- 

17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J.) ,ocition of property, restrictions 

Mitchell 2-1406 on an individual’s power of ac- 

Services eualiable to etterneys only | auicition limitation of the free- 


























Certainly! Let her phone in the data, and your 


NEW CORPORATION OUTFIT 


*with exclusive self-filing drawer 
will be shipped prepaid in 5 HOU RS! 


on orders received by noon (or, ready for pick-up by 2 P.M.) 
Service that only a manufacturer can give 


* Stock and 
Transfer Ledger 

* #0 Corporate 
Desk Seal 

* 3-Ring Minute Books 
with Booster and 
Rag Content Bond 
Minute Paper 

* Book of Beauti- 
fully Lithographed 
COPYRIGHTED 
Stock Certificates 

¢ Indestructible, 
Heavy Duty 


Lift-Top Box 00 _ 
“45 Also Available: 
4 Different Outfits, Starting at ° *Reinforced Drawer, 


it t dead $2.00 additional 
Quality made for beauty and endurance «pda tamaienen tl 


MArket 4-5577 | Books, at $1 .00 


OFFICE i — 
ALL a STATE SUPPLY CO. + Decet Senha 


502 HIGH STREET + NEWARK, N. J. $1.25 additional 


MINUTES 





dom of contract, extension of 
liability for injuries, and inter- 
est in dependents’ security. 

From this point, he continued, 
“we seem to be moving toward 
a further state, which may be 
one of law of the world.” 

He said that “reliance upon 
judicial discovery or application 
of reason to experience is super- 
ceding the political idea of nec- 
essary legislative prescribing of 
rules.” 





Law Review Articles 
Probe ‘Right To Know' 


Washington, D.C. (ACCN) — 
The suggestion that there has 
been a “massive withholding” 
of information by the federal 
government in connection with 
military matters is included in 
two articles by the late Dr. Wal- 
lace Parks featured in the Oc- 
tober issue of the George Wash- 
ington [university] Law Review. 

The articles were prepared by 
Dr. Parks as part of a research 
program begun under a grant 


from the Fund for the Republic | 


but interrupted by his recent 
death. Dr. Parks formerly was 
a consultant to Rep. William L. 
Dawson (D., Ill.), chairman of 


the house government operations | 


committee, and at one time serv- 
ed as general counsel and con- 
sultant to the house committee 
on government information and 


the senate Constitutional rights | ° 


sub-committee. 


In an article titled “Secrecy | 


and the Public Interest in Mili- | 


tary Affairs,’ the author con- 
tends that withholding of infor- 
mation from the public will have 


“deleterious, far-reaching effects | 


upon American institutions.” 


Government secrecy, Dr. Parks | 
says, has clearly created haz- | 
ards in terms of our national 


strength, our political processes 
and our cherished freedoms. 


In addition, he continues, it 
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EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY , EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNIT? 


YOUNG ATTURNEY W ANTED | FOR AC TIVE YOUNG ATTORNEY WANTED IN NEWap 
Newark, New Jersey law offices. Kindly tria! office. State qualificatious ang a.) 
reply, giving age, background aud experience. | desired. All replies confidential. Box 4 


































UNUSUAL OPPORTUNITY AVAILABLE 
active Middlesex County law office. py, 







































YOUNG ALTORNEY w ANTED IN MIDDLE- 
sex { tt itl y te prac he e. Requires yu ing ma 
i ambitious man Willing assupl 
y for complete handling me 
starting salary and ; ° 





with ability. Pleas. 
desired to Box 3 
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with Attorney, 
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OPENING FOR LAW CLERK IN BUSY 
Journal Square, Jersey City office. Oppor- 
Tr isive and thorough experience 
lirect association with partners. Write 


















































Bankruptcies 
ARMSTRONG, Eva Campbell, R.F.D. 2, 
Vineland vo liab $3.019.39: assets 











9.65 refr. W.L. & T.; solr. Paul Van 







the , servi » 
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EXPERIENCED COR PORATE, 
tax, real estate and related trial ; 
wiation, Essex C 
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é n, 735 Bergen 
31 b. $310,766.66; | FOR RENT ap 
‘ r.L. & T.; soir. | 
j tus PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWYER'S at Cl 
“7 4 orse Pike, tractive suite, 17 Academy Street, News, a 
M iTa refr. W. L. | Mitchell 2-7200 
& ] hart} 11-19 | — 
> ti suire St., Metuch- | OFF IC ES sn RENT—MODERN AND fp 
en 1.; liab. $8,387; assets $2,245.80; | to-date offices fer rent on Thirteenth dn 1€ 
refr WwW L & 17 solr. Gabriel Kirzenbaum ; ne Hall of Records, with parks 
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PE rk PCZzZI, au ind. & Nettie Petruzzi, e aving business with % 
| ind. & t synr *h 5 > ‘ 3 nty offices. Phone: MI te 
| ver Ter 2-5250. 
| are | 
apia FOR RENT, PRIVATE OFFICE, SH 
RUDD | Waiting room in National Newark Build 
5 | 744 Broad Street, Mitchell 2-5525 
harty LOCATION, Bess BR 
SUPERB | vable rental Share wa: 
apher. Kay. MA "38-2445. 


has endangered free world se- | 


curity by: 


|—Retarding scientific research | 


and development; 


—Depriving congress and the | 


public of vital information that 
the author believes indispensa- 
ble to the intelligent exercise of 


|the voting franchise; and 


—Creating a false sense of se- 
curity, a false view of military 
capabilities, and consequently an 


}unrealistic view on foreign poli- 


cy. 

In a second article, “Apply- 
ing the Right to Know Under the 
Constitution,” Dr. Parks dis- 
cusses some of the Constitutional 
issues that arise when open- 


}government principles conflict 
| with statutory, executive and 
|administrative restrictions on 


the availability of information. 
He concludes that open-gov- 
ernment principles were given 


|Constitutional status by the)! 


First, Fifth and Ninth amend- 


ments, which he said severely 
|circumscribe claims for govern- 


ment secrecy. 


He also contends that the} 
role of the courts in enforcing | 
} the right to know will be a minor 
/one in the absence of appropri- 


ate statutes creating duties to 
release or grant access to infor- 


} mation. 


The author makes several rec- 


ommendations for improving the 


situation, including creation of 
an Advisory Council on Infor- 


;mation Restrictions, composed 





of representatives from the mass 
media, universities, research or- 
ganizations, the military, busi- 
ness, labor and other’ users of 
information. 

Copies of the October law re- 
view ($1) may be obtained from 
George Washington University, 
Washington 6, D.C. The yearly 
subscription rate is $5. 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 














6th St., 


























































FOR SALE 
FOR SALE 
2 PURCHASED FROM MUTUAL BE 
< ARANT! XO. Constantino, 50 Blackburn Life Ins. Co. Law Library, 500 Se 
. W. Orange, N. J.: vol liab. $16,- | Book Cases. Practically new rd 
6: assets $1,000 refr. W. L. & T oT $2. 0 tops; $2.50 bes 
. Kle rg Mor &k M rs 4 re Exchange 
11-18 _ Newark, N J. MI. 2 
WILL I sick ¢ Locust St., Key —-——_____——— 
c ( XI W.L. & T solr { COMPL ETE 
Karkus, K. & B t ndition. Terms can be ar 
387 Plymouth Rd., 












Unie 




























New Jersey Law OMPLFTE SE FN 
. . ents. Box 428. 
Librarian To Head 


National Section 


REPOR TS ; VOLS 
8 gal 





Law 
lity R 


» ever lings afte: 


Dan F. Henke, Head, Bureau of 

Law and Legislative Reference, SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
New Jersey State Library, and a/ Hanp WRITING — &XPERT. EX 4 MIS Dub! 
member of the American Associ-| ,,7i%! ee Pork 3808 YBa DUD 
ation of Law Libraries, was ap- lya 
pointed Chairman of the Section} rransLaTION — LEGAL — TECH @ Val: 
of Legislative Reference and Larch Ave, Teaneck, ‘Ned. TE 6810 Bi a se 
Library Personnel of the Nation- - 

al Legislative Conference, suc-| *43f. fe and opinions in own office. Bor 
ceeding Mrs. Phyllis Dalton of |——— 
the California State Library at 
the annual meeting of the Con- THRU 16: N. J. SUP 
ference in Oklahoma City. Other Sy uiru 83, Oldfield 35785, 
members of the section’s execu- 


tive committee are Miss Mar- CREDIT REPORTS. 
garet E. Holden of Hawaii, pres- 

ently serving with the Council NEW JERSEY BUREAU 
of State Governments Joint WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manage 
Reference Library, and Miss MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
Doreen Yorkston of the Oregon ar — 8-5444 
State Library. oe Sateen. OF 


























WwW ANTED TO PURCHASE 

















































Lawyers 
Clinton 












TITLE INSURANCE COMPA 
OF NEW JERSEY 












































TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 








NEW JERSEY CORPORATIOS 
AGENCIES IN: Serving New Jersey + Organizd 1928 FBtake 











CamMpEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 
PaTERSON @ RIveERSIDE @ Teéms RIVER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787% 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 













